IN  THE  CIRCUIT  COURT  OF  COOK  COUNTY,  ILLINOIS 
COUNTY  DEPARTMENT -CRIMINAL  DIVISION 


PEOPLE  OF  THE  STATE  O: 


vs. 


Petitioner 


Respondent 


)  Case  No,  05  CR  8982  (01) 


)  HONORABLE  NICHOLAS  FORD 
)  Judge  Presiding 
) 


THE  PEOPLE’S  PETITION  TO  VACATE  JUDGMENT  AND  CONVICTION 

Now  come  the  Respondent,  People  of  the  State  of  Illinois,  by  and  through  Anita  Alvarez, 
State’s  Attorney  of  Cook  County,  Illinois,  through  her  assistant.  Celeste  Stewart  Stack,  and 
respectfully  requests  that  this  Honorable  Court  grant  the  People’s  Petition  to  Vacate  the 
Judgment  and  Conviction  pursuant  to  735  ILCS  5/1401-2  (West  2015). 

1.  June  9,  2006,  Judge  Michael  Toomin  found  ^^^^^^“^^^|guilty  of  possessing 
controlled  substances  and  sentenced  ^^Hto  14  years  in  the  Illinois  Department  of 
Corrections.  ^^^|also  pled  guilty  in  case  number  06CR-810  for  possession  of 
controlled  substances,  receiving  2  years  in  the  Department  of  Corrections  and  in  case 
number  05CR-25580,  ^^^|pled  guilty  to  Unlawful  Use  of  a  Weapon  and  received  2 
years  in  the  Department  of  Corrections.  Ail  three  sentences  in  the  above  cases  were  to  be 
served  consecutively. 

2.  The  People  respectfully  submit  that  they  are  vacating  the  conviction  in  case  number 
05CR-8982  and  its  sentence  of  14  years  imprisonment.  Only  case  number  05CR-8982  is 
being  vacated. 

3.  Upon  vacation  of  the  conviction  and  sentence,  the  People  move  to  nolle  prosequi  the 
charges  in  case  number  05CR-8982  and  take  the  matter  off  call. 


L0G#_  IOSTIH9 


Attactimeni-S 


4.  A  motion  for  leave  to  file  a  successive  post  conviction  petition  is  pending,  counsel  for 

been  notified  and  will  receive  a  copy  of  the  order  vacating  the  conviction,  as 
will  the  Department  of  Corrections. 

5.  If  the  Department  of  Corrections  determines  that  ^^^Bsentences  *n  case  06CR-810 
and  05CR-25580  have  been  completed,  ^^Bmay  be  released  from  Robinson  Correction 
Center  where  he  is  currently  serving  his  sentences. 

WHEREFORE,  the  People  respectfully  request  that  this  Honorable  Court: 

•  vacate  the  conviction  and  14  year  sentence  in  case  number  05CR-8982; 

•  grant  the  People’s  motion  to  nolle  prosequi  and/or  dismiss  the  charges  in  case 
number  05CR-  8982; 

•  enter  an  order  vacating  05CR-8982’s  conviction  and  sentence  and  noting  the 
People’s  dismissal  of  the  charges  in  case  number  05CR-8982. 

•  Take  case  number  05CR-8982  and  the  pending  leave  to  tile  a  successive  post 
conviction  petition  off  call. 


Respectfully  submitted. 


Celeste  Stewart  Stack 

For  the  People 

2650  S.  California  #  12C40 

Chicago,  IL  60608 

773-674-7628 


IN  THE  CIRCUIT  COURT  OF  COOK  COUNTY,  ILLINOIS 
COUNTY  DEPARTMENT-CRIMINAL  DIVISION 


) 

PEOPLE  OF  THE  STATE  OF  ILLINOIS,  ) 

Respondent,  ) 

) 

v.  )  No.  05  CR  8982-01 

) 

)  The  Honorable 

)  Nicholas  Ford 

)  Judge,  Presiding. 

Defendant-Petitioner,  ) 

) 


ORDER 


This  matter,  coming  to  be  heard  upon  motion  of  the  State,  both  parties  being  present,  the 
Defendant’s  appearance  having  been  waived,  and  the  court  being  fully  advised  of  the  premises. 

It  is  hereby  ordered: 


1 .  The  State’s  motion  to  nolle  pros  all  charges  and  dismiss  the  indictment  or  information  is 
granted. 

2.  The  conviction  and  sentence  in  this  case  is  vacated  and  the  Defendant  is  discharge^. 


rTfTERED  1  ///; 

_ im  14  2015 


Date 


DOROTHY  tlROWN 
CLERK  OF  m  mm  COURT 
OF  COOK  COLIN  i  ^ t  It 
DEPUTY  clerk  _ _ 


LOG 

Attachment-^ 


Order  Granting  Certificate  of  Innocence 


CCCR 


IN  THE  CIRCUIT  COURT  OF  COOK  COUNTY,  ILLINOIS 
CRIMINAL  DIVISION 


THE  PEOPLE  OF  THE  STATE  OF  ILLINOIS 


) 

) 

) 

) 


) 


no,  05  CR 



Defendant/Petitioner 


ORDER  GRANTING  CERTIFICATE  OF  INNOCENCE 


This  cause  comes  before  the  Court  on  the  Defendant/Petitioner’s  Petition  for  Certificate  of  Innocence  pursuant 
to  735  ILCS  5/2-702.  The  Court  being  liilly  advised  finds  by  a  preponderance  of  evidence  that: 

1.  The  Defendant/Petitioner  was  convicted  of  one  or  more  than  one  felonies  by  the  State  of  Illinois  in 
the  County  of  Cook  and  was  subsequently  sentenced  to  a  term  of  imprisonment,  and  has  served  all  or  any  part 
of  the  sentence; 

2.  x/' The  Defendant/Petitioner’s  judgment  or  conviction  was  reversed  or  vacated,  and  the  indictment  or 
information  dismissed  or,  □  a  new  trial  was  ordered  and  either  s/he  was  found  not  guilty  at  the  new  trial  or  s/he 
was  not  retried  and  the  indictment  and  information  is  dismissed;  or  □  the  statute  or  application  thereof  on  which 
the  indictment  or  information  was  based  violated  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  or  the  State  of  Illinois; 

3.  The  Defendant/Petitioner’s  indictment  or  information  was  dismissed  or  s/he  was  acquitted,  and  a 
Petition  was  filed  within  2  years  of  the  dismissal  of  the  indictment  or  information  or  acquittal; 

4.  af^The  Defendant/Petitioner  is  innocent  of  the  offenses  charged  in  the  indictment  or  information  or  □ 
Defendant/Petitioner’s  acts  or  omissions  charged  in  the  indictment  or  information  did  not  constitute  a  felony  or 
misdemeanor  against  the  State; 

5.  The  Defendant/Petitioner  did  not  his/her  own  conduct  voluntarily  cause  or  bring  about  his/her 
conviction. 

IT  IS  THEREFORE  ORDERED  as  follows: 

1 .  That  the  Petition  for  Certificate  of  Innocence  is  GRANTED. 

2.  That  the  Clerk  of  the  Circuit  Court  shall  transmit  a  copy  of  the  Certificate  of  Innocence  to  the  Clerk 
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CASE  05CR08  98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  001  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  H  LST  APPEAL:  02/2  5/11 

GENERAL  INFORMATION 

CB:  016126768  IR:  0901905  SID:  028420360  FBI:  755126RA4  RD:  HL251205 
ATTORNEY  INFORMATION 


SEQ  ATTY  NBR  ATTORNEY  NAME 

001  17827  MAHONEY  MATTHEW  L 


FIRST  APPEAR 
042705 


ASSIGN  CD 
A 


CHARGE  INFORMATION 


NBR  A  TYPE  CLASS 
001  F  X 

002  F  X 

003  F  X 

004  F  1 


CHAPTER/SECTION 
720-570/401 (A) (1) (A) 
720-570/407 (B) (1) 
720-570/407  (B)  (1) 
720-570/401 (C) (2) 


DESCRIPTION 

MFG/DEL  15C100  GR  HEROIN 
MFG/DEL  COCAINE/ SCH/PUB 
MFG/DEL  COCAINE /SCH/PUB 
MFG/DEL  01-15  GR  COCAINE 
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CASE  05CR08 98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  002  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

DISPOSITION  INFORMATION 


041305  -  0411  - 

IND/INFO-CLK  OFFICE-PRES  JUDGE  042705 
05CR0898201  ID#  CR100290626 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0900  AM 


042705  -  0415  - 

CASE  ASSIGNED  042705 

BIEBEL,  PAUL  JR. 

ROOM  101  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0  900  AM 


1701 


1735 


CR0898201  I 


042705  -  0891  - 

DEFENDANT  ON  BOND  000000 

KIRBY,  JOHN  P. 

ROOM  304  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR08  98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  003  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

042705  -  0922  - 

APPEARANCE  FILED  000000 

KIRBY,  JOHN  P. 

ROOM  304  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

042705  -  0416  - 

DEFENDANT  ARRAIGNED  000000 

KIRBY,  JOHN  P. 

ROOM  304  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0  930  AM 

042705  -  0422  - 

PLEA  OF  NOT  GUILTY  000000 

KIRBY,  JOHN  P. 

ROOM  304  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

042705  -  0322  - 

MOTION  FOR  DISCOVERY  000000  F  1 

KIRBY,  JOHN  P. 

ROOM  304  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR08 98201  S  (START 

OF  FELONY  CASE) 

PAGE:  004 

OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME: 

LST  APPEAL: 

02/25/11 

042705  -  0322  - 

MOTION  FOR  DISCOVERY 

KIRBY,  JOHN  P. 

000000 

F 

2 

ROOM  304  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

042705  -  0380  - 

DISCOVERY  ANSWER  FILED  000000  1 

KIRBY,  JOHN  P. 

ROOM  304  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

042705  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  053105 

KIRBY,  JOHN  P. 

ROOM  304  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR0898201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  005  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

053105  -  0891  - 

DEFENDANT  ON  BOND  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

053105  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  062805 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

053105  -  0446  - 

TRANSFERRED  053105  1726 

KIRBY,  JOHN  P. 

ROOM  304  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

063005  -  0605  - 

DEFENDANT  REL  ON  I  BOND  000000  25000.00 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR0898201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  006  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

063005  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  070705 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

070705  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  081605 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

081605  -  0300  - 

WITNESSES  ORDERED  TO  APPEAR  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR0898201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  007  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

081605  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  092805 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

092805  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  101705 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

101505  -  0606  - 
NO  BAIL 

SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE 
BRANCH  1  RM  100 

101505  -  0358  - 
PETITION  FOR  VOBB  FILED  000000 

JUDGE  TOOMIN  101705 
SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE 
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CASE  05CR08 98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  008  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

BRANCH  1  RM  100  0100  PM 

101705  -  0890  - 
DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  & 

101705  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


000000 

CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


101705  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  103105 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR08 98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  009  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

103105  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

103105  -  0364  - 

MOTION  TO  VACATE  BOND  FORF.  000000  S  2 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

103105  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

112805  -  0891  - 
DEFENDANT  ON  BOND  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR08  98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  010  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

112805  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  120805 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


120805  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  012606 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0  930  AM 


121305  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR0898201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  Oil  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  ^  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

121305  -  0304  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  ORDER  OF  COURT  121405 

TOOMIN ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

121305  -  0358  - 
PETITION  FOR  VOBB  FILED 

J.  TOOMIN  ON  12/15/05 
HYLAND  COLLEEN  ANN 
BRANCH  1  RM  100 

121305  -  0606  - 

NO  BAIL  000000 

HYLAND  COLLEEN  ANN 

BRANCH  1  RM  100  0100  PM 


000000 

0100  PM 
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CASE  05CR08  98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  012  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

121405  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

121405  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  010506 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

010506  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

010506  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  012006 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR08 98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  013  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

012006  -  0890  - 

DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0  930  AM 

012006  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

012006  -  0999  - 

SPECIAL  ORDER  000000 

STATE  ELECTS 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR08 98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  014  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

012006  -  0300  - 

WITNESSES  ORDERED  TO  APPEAR  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

012006  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

030906  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
EGAN,  JAMES  D. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

032706  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  040306 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR08  98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  015  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

040306  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  042106 

TOOMIN ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0  930  AM 

042106  -  0891  - 

DEFENDANT  ON  BOND  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

042106  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  042806 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

042806  -  0300  - 

WITNESSES  ORDERED  TO  APPEAR  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

042806  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

052306  -  0296  - 

MOTION  DIRECT  VERD  OR  FINDING  000000  D  2 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

052306  -  0300  - 

WITNESSES  ORDERED  TO  APPEAR  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 


052306  -  0307  - 

TRIAL  COMENCED  AND  CONTINUED  060506 

TOOMIN ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


060506  -  0891  - 

DEFENDANT  ON  BOND  000000 

FOX,  LAWRENCE  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


060506  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  060906 

FOX,  LAWRENCE  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR0898201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  018  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

060906  -  0890  - 

DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

060906  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

060906  -  0431  - 
FINDING  OF  GUILTY 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

060906  -  0431  - 
FINDING  OF  GUILTY  000000  C002 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR08 98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 

PAGE:  019  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME: 

LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

060906  -  0431  - 
FINDING  OF  GUILTY 

000000 

C004 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

0930 

AM 

060906  -  0629  - 

BAIL  REVOKED 

000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

0930 

AM 

060906  -  0948  - 

DEF  REM  CUST  CC  SHERIF 

000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR0898201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  020  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

060906  -  0502  - 

PRE-SENT  INVEST.  ORD,  CONTD  TO  070706  1726 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

060906  -  0612  - 

CASH  BOND  REFUND  TO  ATTORNEY  000000  B001 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

060906  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  070706 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

061306  -  0758  - 

CBR  PROCSED  FRWD  ACCT  DEP  000000 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR08  98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  021  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

070706  -  0371  - 

MOTION  DEFENDANT  -  NEW  TRIAL  000000  D  2 

TOOMIN ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0  930  AM 

070706  -  0516  - 

DEF  SENTENCED  ILLINOIS  DOC  000000  C001 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P.  MIN  018  Y 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

070706  -  0516  - 

DEF  SENTENCED  ILLINOIS  DOC  000000  C002 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P.  MIN  018  Y 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

070706  -  0521  - 

CREDIT  DEFENDANT  FOR  TIME  SERV  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P.  MIN  036  D 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR08 98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  022  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  ^  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

070706  -  0989  - 

SENTENCE  TO  RUN  CONCURRENT  000000 

COOl  AND  C002 
TOOMIN ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0  930  AM 

070706  -  0417  - 

LESSER  INCLUDED  OFFENSE  MERGED  000000  C004 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

070706  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  072806 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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Page:  1  Document  Name:  untitled 


CASE  05CR08  98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  023  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

072806  -  0890  - 

DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


072806  -  0385  - 

MOTION  TO  REDUCE  SENTENCE 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


072806  -  0999  - 
SPECIAL  ORDER 

RESENTENCED  TO  14  YEARS 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 


000000 


0930  AM 


S 


2 
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CASE  05CR08 98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  024  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  H  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

072806  -  0516  - 

DEF  SENTENCED  ILLINOIS  DOC  000000  C001 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P.  MIN  014  Y 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

072806  -  0516  - 

DEF  SENTENCED  ILLINOIS  DOC  000000  C002 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P.  MIN  014  Y 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

072806  -  0485  - 

ILL  STATE  APPELLATE  DEF  APPTD  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

072806  -  0492  - 

NOTICE  OF  APPEAL  FILED,  TRNSFR  000000 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR0898201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  025  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

110906  -  0485  - 

ILL  STATE  APPELLATE  DEF  APPTD  000000 

BIEBEL,  PAUL  JR. 

ROOM  405  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

110906  -  0486  - 

O/C  FREE  REPT  OF  PROCD  ORD  N/C  000000 
BIEBEL,  PAUL  JR. 

ROOM  405  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

110906  -  0457  - 

MEMO  OF  ORDS  &  NOA  PICKED-UP  000000 

BIEBEL,  PAUL  JR. 

ROOM  405  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

110906  -  0463  - 

NOTICE  OF  NOTICE  OF  APP  MAILED  000000 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR0898201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  026  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

110906  -  0388  - 

HEARING  DATE  ASSIGNED  110906  1713 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

112806  -  0493  - 

APPELLATE  COURT  NUMBER  ASGND  000000  06-3352 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

121806  -  0467  - 

COMMON  LAW  RECORD  PREPARED  000000 

1VOL 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

121906  -  0468  - 

CLR  RECD  BY  APP  COUNSEL  000000 

STATE  APPELLATE  DEFENDER  -  ONE  VOLUME 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR08 98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  027  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

011807  -  0459  - 

REPT  OF  PRCDS  ORD  FR  CRT  RPT  000000 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

050407  -  0472  - 

SUPPLEMENTAL  CLR  PREPARED  000000 

ONE  VOLUME 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

050807  -  0466  - 

SUPPL  REC  RECD  BY  APPL  COUNSEL  000000  06-3352 

STATE  APPELLATE  DEFENDER  -  ONE  VOLUME 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

062807  -  0461  - 

TRANS  PROC  REC/FILED  CLKS  OFF  000000 

ONE  VOLUME 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR0898201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  028  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

070207  -  0469  - 

REPORT  OF  PROCEEDINGS  PREPARED  000000  06-3352 

ONE  VOLUME 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

070307  -  0464  - 

REPRT/PROCDS  RECD  BY  APP  ATTRY  000000  06-3352 

STATE  APPELLATE  DEFENDER  -  ONE  VOLUME 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

070607  -  0469  - 

REPORT  OF  PROCEEDINGS  PREPARED  000000  06-3352 

( 2 ) VOL 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

070507  -  0461  - 

TRANS  PROC  REC/FILED  CLKS  OFF  000000 

ONE  VOLUME 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR08  98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  029  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

071007  -  0464  - 

REPRT/PROCDS  RECD  BY  APP  ATTRY  000000  06-3352 

STATE  APPELLATE  DEFENDER  -  TWO  VOLUMES 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

072507  -  0465  - 

SUPP  TRAN  PRO  REC/FILE  CLK  OFF  000000 
ONE  VOLUME 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

080107  -  0470  - 

SUPPL  REPORT  OF  PRCD  PREPARED  000000  06-3352 

ONE  VOLUME  SUPPLEMENTAL  REPORT  OF  PROCEEDINGS 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR08  98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  030  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

080307  -  0466  - 

SUPPL  REC  RECD  BY  APPL  COUNSEL  000000  06-3352 

STATE  APPELLATE  DEFENDER  -  ONE  VOLUME 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

031308  -  0464  - 

REPRT/PROCDS  RECD  BY  APP  ATTRY  000000  06-3352 

STATE  APPELLATE  DEFENDER  -  ONE  VOLUME 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

031609  -  0460  - 

POST-CONVICTION  FILED  000000 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

031609  -  0237  - 

MOTION  APPT  ATTY  -  FILED  000000 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  048  DESTINATION 
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Page:  1  Document  Name:  untitled 


CASE  05CR08  98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  031  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

031609  -  0388  - 

HEARING  DATE  ASSIGNED  032309  1700 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

032309  -  0415  - 

CASE  ASSIGNED  033009  1726 

BIEBEL,  PAUL  JR. 

ROOM  101  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

033009  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  050109 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

050109  -  0682  - 

POST-CONV  PETITION  DENIED  000000 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  048  DESTINATION 
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CASE  05CR08 98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  032  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

050109  -  0794  - 

POST  TRIAL  ASSESSMENT  105.00 

FEES  ASSESSED 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

050109  -  0795  - 

TRUST  FUND  ACCOUNT  GARNISHMENT 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

050809  -  0178  - 

NOTIFICATION  SENT  TO  DEFENDANT  000000 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  048  DESTINATION 


Date:  12/19/2017  Time:  10:14:12  AM 


Page:  1  Document  Name:  untitled 


CASE  05CR08 98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  033  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

052709  -  0904  - 

ASSESSMENT  ORD  FWD  TO  ACCT  000000 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0900  AM 

110509  -  0120  - 
MANDATE  FILED 
06-3352 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

111209  -  0494  - 
REVIEW  COURT  AFFIRMANCE 
BIEBEL,  PAUL  JR. 

ROOM  101  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

112009  -  0487  - 

CLR  RETURNED  CLKS  OFF/WAREHOUS  000000  06-3352 

1  VOL,  3  SUPP  VOL 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0900  AM 


111209  1776 

0930  AM 

000000 

0900  AM 
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=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  048  DESTINATION 
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Page:  1  Document  Name:  untitled 


CASE  05CR08  98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  034  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  ^  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

112009  -  0488  - 

REPT  OF  PROCD  RETD  CLKS  OFF/WH  000000  06-3352 

2  VOL,  1  SUPP  VOL 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0900  AM 

022511  -  0492  - 

NOTICE  OF  APPEAL  FILED,  TRNSFR  000000 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

030811  -  0463  - 

NOTICE  OF  NOTICE  OF  APP  MAILED  000000 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

030811  -  0388  - 

HEARING  DATE  ASSIGNED  031811  1701 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR08 98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  035  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

031811  -  0888  - 

APPEAL  DENIED  000000 

LATE  NOTICE  OF  APPEAL  DENIED 
BIEBEL,  PAUL  JR. 

ROOM  405  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

111612  -  0874  - 

NOTICE  OF  MOTION/FILING  112612  1726 

FOR  RELIEF  FROM  JUDGMENT 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


112612  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  011013 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

010813  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  020113 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

011013  -  0890  - 
DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

011013  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  031413 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

011513  -  0388  - 

HEARING  DATE  ASSIGNED  021313  1726 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR08 98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  037  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

021313  -  0782  - 
POST-CONV  PETITION  DISMISSED 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

022213  -  0178  - 

NOTIFICATION  SENT  TO  DEFENDANT 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

031413  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  041013  1726 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

041013  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  053013  1726 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR08 98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  038  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

052013  -  0874  - 

NOTICE  OF  MOTION/FILING  052113  1726 

FOR  PERMISSION  TO  CONDUCT  DISCOVERY  BY  SUBPOENA 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

052113  -  0999  - 
SPECIAL  ORDER 

MOTION  FOR  POST  CONVICTION  DISCOVERY  DENIED 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

052113  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  072313  1726 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

072313  -  0890  - 
DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

072313  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  080513  1726 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

080513  -  0999  - 
SPECIAL  ORDER 

1401  PET.  WITHDRAWN  OFF  CALL 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 
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CASE  05CR08 98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 

PAGE:  040 

OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  mi  WM 

LST  APPEAL: 

02/25/11 

022614  -  0874  - 
NOTICE  OF  MOTION/FILING 

030614 

1726 

109000001 

RELIEF  OF  JUDGMENT. 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

0930 

AM 

041814  -  0304  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  ORDER  OF  COURT 

051614 

1726 

109000002 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

0930 

AM 

051614  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 

052314 

1726 

109000003 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

0930 

AM 

052314  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 

062014 

1726 

109000004 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

0930 

AM 

ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  048  DESTINATION 


Date:  12/19/2017  Time:  10:14:44  AM 


Page:  1  Document  Name:  untitled 


CASE  05CR08  98201  S 
DEFENDANT  NAME:  ■ 


START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 


PAGE:  041  OF  048 
LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 


062014  -  0304  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  ORDER  OF  COURT  073114  1726 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0  930  AM 


109000005 


062614  -  0382  - 

MOTION  FOR  CORRECTED  MITTIMUS 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 


109000006 


F  2 


062614  -  0874  - 

NOTICE  OF  MOTION/FILING  073114 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


073114  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  082714 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


1726 


1726 


109000006 


109000007 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  048  DESTINATION 


Date:  12/19/2017  Time:  10:14:48  AM 


Page:  1  Document  Name:  untitled 


CASE  05CR08 98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  042 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL 

082714  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  091914  1726 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


091914  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

092914  -  0460  - 
POST-CONVICTION  FILED 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

092914  -  0388  - 
HEARING  DATE  ASSIGNED  100614  1726 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


101714  1726 

0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR0898201  S  (START  OF 

FELONY  CASE) 

PAGE:  043  OF  048 

DEFENDANT  NAME: 

LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

100614  -  0305  - 

P00000011 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

101714 

1726 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0  930  AM 

101714  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  111714 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

111714  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  120514 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0  930  AM 

120514  -  0890  -  109000014 

DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 
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1726 
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CASE  05CR08 98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE] 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 


PAGE:  044  OF  048 
LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 


120514  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 


121214 


109000014 


1726 


0930  AM 


121214  -  0914  - 
DEFENDANT  NOT  IN  COURT 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 


109000015 


121214  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 


020515 


109000015 


1726 


0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR08  98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

020515  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  050415 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


PAGE:  045  OF  048 
LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

109000016 


1726 


021815  -  0999  -  109000017 

SPECIAL  ORDER 

PD  RECDE  1  VOL  CLR,  2  VOL  SUPP  CLR,  3  VOL  ROP,  1  SUPP  ROP  #06-3352 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 


050415  -  0999  -  109000018 

SPECIAL  ORDER 

PD  APPOINTMENT  VACATED 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  048  DESTINATION 


Date:  12/19/2017  Time:  10:15:11  AM 


Page:  1  Document  Name:  untitled 


CASE  05CR08  98201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 
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DEFENDANT  NAME:  _ 

■ 

LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

050415  -  0305  - 

109000018 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 

063015 

1726 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

0930 

AM 

063015  -  0305  - 

109000019 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 

091615 

1726 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

0930 

AM 

091615  -  0305  - 

109000020 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 

121515 

1726 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

0930 

AM 

121515  -  0305  - 

109000021 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 

021716 

1726 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

0930 

AM 
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DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

011416  -  0368  -  109000022 

MOTION  TO  VACATE  JUDGMENT  F  1 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

011416  -  0103  - 
NOLLE  PROSEQUI 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 


021116  -  0874  - 
NOTICE  OF  MOTION/FILING 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

021816 

0900  AM 

1701 

109000023 

021716  -  0744  - 

PREVIOUS  ORDER  TO  STAND 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  7  02  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

109000024 
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DEFENDANT  NAME:  H  LST  APPEAL:  02/25/11 

021816  -  0304  -  109000025 

CONTINUANCE  BY  ORDER  OF  COURT  022216  1701 

MARTIN  LEROY  K  JR 

ROOM  101  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

022216  -  0289  -  109000026 

PET-CERT  INNOCENCE  GRANTED 

MARTIN  LEROY  K  JR 

ROOM  101  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

END  OF  FILE 
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CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 

ARREST  REPORT 

3510  S  Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois  60653 

I  For  use  by  Ch©iEO  FMks  D^pBOmar:  Pe^mel  Ony) 

CPD-11.  42QC|;qEV  SttQ] 


FINAL  APPROVAL 

CB# 

1  15334333 

I 

IR  # 

001005 

YD  # 
RD# 

HL669423 

EVENT  4:  B5205 17604 


ARREST  REPORTING 


m 

LU 

D 

UJ 

Up 


Name;  I 

Res: 

Chicago,  IL  60653 
DOB:  972 

AGE:  33  years 
POB:  ill'inois 
ARMED  WITH 


Beat:  212 


Male 
Black 
51 09" 

207  lbs 
Brown  Eyes 
Black  Hair 
Short  Hair  Style 
Medium  Complexion 


Arrest  Date:  12  October  2005  19:29  TRR  Competed?  No  Total  No  Arrested;  1 
Location:  527  E  Browning  Ave,  Beat;  212 

Chicago,  IL  60S53 

■I  121  -  Che  Apartment 

^  Holding  Facility;  District  002  Male  Lockup 
jj  Resisted  Arrest?  No 


C  o- Arrc  sts  Ass  oc  C  a  sos 

DCFS  Ward?  No 


Dependent  Children?No 


to  1 

LU 

O 

K 

x2 

O 


Offense  As  Cited  720  ILCS  5.0/24-1, 1-A 

U  JW  -  WEAPON  -  FELON,  POSSESS/USE  FIREARM 
Class  3  -  Type  F 
Offense  As  Cited  730  ILCS  1 10,0/1 1 

PETITION  TO  VIOLATE  PROBATION 


Victim 

Slate  Of  II/P.0  Seski 

State  Of  ll/P.0.  Seski 


>s 

25 

UJ  111 
LL 


Felony  Review  :  Approved  12  OCT  2005  22:2E 


Fimspeim 


State's  Attorneys1?  Office 


73 

1 

o 

O 


go 

>  o 
o  <-> 

u  Sf 

UJ  < 
£  2 


NO  narcotics  recovered 


o 

cn 

4 


ft 

CO 


GJ 
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Chicago  Police  Department  -  ARREST  Report 


CB#:|  i633"33 


1 


ARREST  REPORTING 

WARRANT 

NO  WARRANT  IDENTIFIED 

\ 

flCTlM  AND  COMPLAINANT 

0>  f 

oc 

LU 

P 

z 

UJ 

y* 

u_ 

9 

z 

o 

z 

Jamej  STATE  OF  ILJP.O.  SESKt  Injured?  No  Deceased?  No 

DOB :  Hospfta  1  ized  ?  No 

Age: 

Treated  and  Released? No 

Comments: 

UJ 

LU  U 

fe  £ 

UJ  n 

*3 

S’ 

j  \V^ 

j  NO  ARRESTEE  VEHICLE  INFORMATION  ENTERED 

E 

U  . 

»  f  \  i 

Confiscated  Properties  : 

(0  All  CQfrfstatod  prDpErties  src  recorded  in-  ihtt  e -Track  System.  This  system  can  be  queried  by  tba  inventory  number  to  retrieve  all  official  court 

W  dooomenls  rubied  to  evidence  anchor  recovered  properties 

£  PROPERTIES  INFORMATION  FOR  NOT  AVAILABLE  IN  THE  AUTOMATED  ARREST  SYSTEM. 

o  (  y 

Q£ 

0- 

1  INCIDENT  NARRATIVE 

[The  facta  far  probable  cause  to  arrest  AND  to  substantiate  the  charges  include,  but  are  not  limited  to,  the  following} 

This  is  an  on  view  arrest  by  S.O-S.  BtS.  4442,4443  ev.  #17864  inc.  #05-4093 inventoried  items  #1 06264 54(Consentt() 
search  form}  #10626444(19  live  cartridges).  R/Q's  reeievedinformation  that  (had  a  357. cal  handgun  in  his  |^j|gfi 

R/O's  relocated  to  above  address  and  spoke  with  wlw  gave  R/O's  written  and  verbal  consent  to  search  her 

residence.  During  said  search  R/O's  recovered  (6)  live  357. cal  cartridges  and  (13)  live  ,380cal  cartridges  in  the  living  room, 
when  R/O's  recovered  said  items,  Above  offender  then  voluntarily  stated  "those  are  my  bullets  but  there's  no  gun  here". 

Above  then  placed  under  arrest,  advised  Miranda  rights  and  transported  to  the  002nd  DisL  Further  investigation  found  that 
above  is  a  convicted  felon  in  th^tat^nkjnder  93CR283970^At^urde^nd  93CR27 00901  (UUVWFel).above  in 
possession  of  an  Illinois  D/L  address  of  Name  check/lnvestigative  alert  check 

clear. Charges  Approved  at  22:2Qhrs  per  ASA  Firnspein  Charges:  UUW/Felon  Court:  19  Oct  05  Branch  44/2 

o 

Li. 

z 

h 

OH 

o 

o 

Desired  Court  Date:  1 5  October  2005 

Branch:  44-2  3150  W  FLOURNOY  ST  -  Room  0 

Court  Sgt  Handle?  No 

Initial  Court  Date:  15  October  2005  q  BOND  INFORMATION  NOT  AVAILABLE 

Branch:  1  2600 S  CALIFORNIA- Room  100  g 

Docket  #:  O 
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Chicago  Police  Department  -  ARREST  Report  ^ — — - — 

ARREST  REPORTING 

ATTESTING  OFFICER: 

LLI  I  hereby  declare  and  affirm,  under  penalty  of  perjury,  that  the  facts  stated  herein  arc  accurate  to  the  beet  of  my 
Z  knowledge,  information  and/or  belief. 

O  _ 

g  Attesting  Officer:  #7520  SESKI,  12  OCT  2005  22:30 

£  ARRESTING  OFFICER(S): 


O 

5  1  st  Arresting  Officer:  #7520 

^  2nd  Arresting  Officer:  #f6G69 

£  APPROVING  SUPERVISOR: 
Approval  of  Probable  Cause  ;  #600 


SESKI.  W  A  (H 
CONNOLLY,  M  J 


T 


BLOCK,  A  F 

■jc 


12  OCT  2005  23:09 


4442 

4442 


. 
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INTERVIEW  LOG  |  LOCKUP  KEEPER  PROCESSING 


Chicago  Police  Department  -  ARREST  Report 

ARREST 


Holding  Facility:  Putrid  002  Male  Lockup 
Received  In  Lockup:  12  October  2005  22:20 

Prints  Taken: 

Palmprioti  Taken: 

Photograph  Taken:  12  October  2005  23:20 
Released  from  Lockup:  1 5  October  2005  08:30 
VISUAL  CHECK  OF  ARRESTEE 
Is  there  obvious  pain  or  injury?  No 

Is  there  ob vlou  s  s  I  gns  of  i  nf  action?  No 

Under  the  influence  of  alcohoNdrugs?  No 

S  ign  sofa  Ieoh  olid  rug  withdrawal  ?  No 

Appears  to  be  despondent?  No 

Appears  to  be  irrational?  No 

Carrying  medication?  No 


ARRESTEE  PRESCRIPTION  MEDICATION  INFORMATION 


PROCESSING  REPORT 


Time  Last  Fed: 

Time  Called:  Phone#: 

Call  #:  _  Placed  in  Ortt  person  coll 

Placed  under  close  observation 

Transport  Details  :  2PO  4442  12-GCT-2G05  19:50 

ARRESTEE  QUESTtONNARIE 

Presently  taking  medication? 

No 

(If  female}are  you  pregnant? 

No 

First  time  ever  been  arrested? 

No 

Attempted  suicide/serious  harm? 

No 

Serious  medical  or  mental  problems? 

No 

Are  you  receiving  treatment? 

Nd 

RETURN  TO  HOLDING  FACILITY  COMMENTS: 

£3  L IFST  \  ON  M  A I RF  QCMARKS- 


LOCKUP  KEEPER  COMMENTS: 

EMERGENCY  CONTACT 
Name  .  REFUSED 
Res: 

EMERGENCY  CONTACT 

Name  :  REFUSED 
Res: 
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Chicago  Police  Department  -  ARREST  Report 

ARREST  PROCESSING  REPORT 


0 

D 

O 

H 

02 

> 


NO  VISITORS  LOGGED 


0 

O 


ru 

£ 

LU 

S 


Action 

By 

TV/ 

RELEASED  BY 

#10142 

Koger,  Donald  A 

RECEIVED  BY 

#20400 

Sampim,  Sayam 

RECEIVED  BY 

#10142 

Koger,  Donaid  A 

A) 

r 


Destination  Reason 

14  OCT  2005  23:17  District  Q02  Male  Lockup 

14  OCT  2005  23:17  Area  1 


Lins  up 


15  OCT  2005  02:54  District  002  Male  Lockup 


Watch  Commander  Comments: 


(2 

z 

uj 


o 

o 

i 


Vl 


CJ 

on 

< 

X 

o 

o 

i 

hJ 

Lil 

a: 


DOES  NOT  APPLY  TO  THIS  ARREST 


ARRESTEE  PROCESSING  PERSONNEL: 


UJ 


Beat 


O 

uj 

0- 

O 


w 

0 

UJ 

u 

o 

q; 

cl 


Searched  By] 

Lockup  Keeper: 
Fingerprinted  By: 
APPROVAL  PERSONNEL: 


HARRISON,  DRj 
#17789  CARR  JR,  AC  | 
#17789  CARR  JR,  A  C  ( 


Beat 


Final  Approval  af  Charges  :  #609  STEVENS,  M  J{| 


14  OCT  2005  20:57 


b 


X 
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RELATIONSN 


CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 

ORIGINAL  CASE  INCIDENT  REPORT 

3510  S.  Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois  60653 
S?cf  uaa  cy  Chicago  Pdict  Dcpa^n-mni  Pc'wnno  Oily! 

OPD-1 1 


RD#:  |~  HL669423~~| 
EVENT#:  0528517864 

Cnsrc  IO  CA5R229 


This  Document  Is  not  an  official  copy.  It  its  a  computerized  version  of  data  entered  from  an  original 
case  report.  A  copy  of  the  original  case  report  can  be  oblained  from  the  Records  Division 


ASSIGNED  TO  ADMINISTRATIVE  PERSONNEL 

.  :  [ 

H 

IUCR:  143G  -  Weapons  Violation  -  Unlawful  Ross  Ammunition 

5 

Q 

Occurrence  527  E  Browning  Ave 

Beat:  0212 

Unit  Assigned: 

4443 

mm! 

u 

Location:  Chicago  IL 

RO  Arrival  Date: 

12  October  2005  19:25 

z 

123  -  C ha  Parking  Lot/Grounds 

Occu  rne  nee  Date :  1 2  October  2005  19:25 

n 

nr 

VICTIM 

UJ 

a 

Name:  STATE  OF  IL 

mi 

Beat:  5100 

u. 

IL 

o 

WITNESS 

z 

o 

Name:  STATE  OF  IL 

z 

Beat:  5100 

RELATIONSHIP 


(Victim) 

STATE  OF  IL 


(  Offender ; 


is  a  Unknown  of 


m 


Star  No  Emp  No 

Name 

User 

Date 

Unit 

Beat 

Reporting  Officer 

7520 

SESKI,  William,  A 

|  22  Oct  2005  06:17 

019 

0212 

vm. 


id  yrw 
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CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 

CASE  SUPPLEMENTARY  REPORT 

3510  S.  Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois  60653 

(For  use  by  Chicago  Police  -  Bureau  of  Investigative  Services  Personnel  Only) 


HL669423 


Case  id 
Sup  ID  : 


439331 1 

4456712  CASR301 


METHOD/CAU  CODE 

DETECTIVE  SUP.  APPROVAL  COMPLETE 

Last  Offense  Classification/Re-Classification  I  IUCR  Code 

Original  Offense  Classification 

IUCR  Code 

WEAPONS  VIOLATION  /  Unlawful  Poss  143C 

Ammunition 

WEAPONS  VIOLATION  /  Unlawful  Poss 
Ammunition 

143C 

Address  of  Occurrence  \  Beat  of  Occur 

No  of  Victims  |  No  of  Offenders  |  No  of  Arrested 

SCR  No 

527  E  BROWNING  AVE  212 

ill  jo 

Location  Type  j  Location  Code 

Secondary  Location 

Hate  Crime? 

Cha  Parking  Lot/Grounds  123 

NO 

Date  of  Occurrence  ;  Unit  Assigned 

Date  RO  Arrived  |  Fire  Related?  I  Gang  Related? 

Domestic  Related? 

12-OCT-2005 19:25  4443 

12-OCT-2005 19:25  NO  NO 

NO 

Reporting  Officer  j  Star  No  [Approving  Supervisor 

Star  No  j  Primary  Detective  Assigned  ]  Star  No 

JACKSON,  Cheryl  j  20846  j  JACKSON,  Cheryl 

20846  [  } 

Date  Submitted  !  Date  Approved  j  Assignment  Type 

24-OCT -2005  i  1 :50  '[ 24-dcf-2005  1  i  :'51  [  ADMIN 

THIS  IS  A  ADMIN  INVESTIGATION  METHOD/CAU  CODE  REPORT 


VICTIM(S) : 
SUSPECT(S): 


LOCATION  OF  INCIDENT: 

DATE  &  TIME  OF  INCIDENT: 
METHOD  CODE(S): 

CAU  CODE(S): 

PERSONNEL  ASSIGNED: 

WITNESS(ES) : 

CRIME  CODE  SUMMARY: 


STATE  OF  IL 


Male  /  Black  /  33  Years 
Chicago  IL 

DESCRIPTION:  5'09, 210, Black  Hair,  Brown  Eyes,  Medium  Complexion 

RELATIONSHIP  OF  VICTIM  TO  OFFENDER: 

STATE  OF  IL  Unknown 

527  E  Browning  Ave 
Chicago  IL 

123  -  Cha  Parking  Lot/Grounds 
12-OCT-2005  19:25 

DNA 

DNA 

Reporting  Officer 

SESKI,  William  A  #7520  BEAT:  0212 

STATE  OF  IL 


o> 

o> 

<0 

to 

CJ 


143C  -  Weapons  Violation  -  Unlawful  Poss  AmmuhiW 


(OTJVfi 
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REPORT  DISTRIBUTIONS: 


HL669423 

DETECTIVE  SUP.  APPROVAL  COMPLETE 


No  Distribution 


Printed  On:  27-DEC-2017  11:18 
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Printed  By:  LEE,  Frances  ( 
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PROPERTY  INVENTORY  -  NO. 

CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 

CPD-34.523  (REV.  10/09) 


invno  10626454 


DATE  RECOVERED 

12-OCT-2005 


inHiimiii 


PKG 

NO. 


UNIT 

002 


RD  HL669423 


RE-INVENTORY  OF: 


ITEM  ID 

QUANTITY 

DESCRIPTION  OF  PROPERTY 

11 3660 

'5  1 

CONSENT  TO  SEARCH  FORM :  C 

,TtS,F.  BEARING  ADDRESS  OF^^^^^^^^APT^ 

INVENTORY  NO. 


WARRANT  NO. 


10626454  |[ 


MY  SIGNA  TURE  HEREON  ACKNOWLEDGES 
RECEIVING  ALL  PROPERTY  DESCRIBED 
IN  THIS  INVENTORY 


RECIPIENTS  SIGNATURE 
X 


COMMENTS: 


$  DEPOSITED  AMT 


$  INVENTORY  AMT 


Court  Date  19-OCT-2005 


Court  Branch  44-2 


EVIDENCE  &  RECOVERED  PROPERTY  SECTION  USE  ONLY 


ADDRESS  -  STREET 


CITY 


STATE 


ZIP 


DATE  RECEIVED 


OFFICER’S  SIGNATURE  -  STAR  -  UNIT 
X 


WATCH  COMDR.  ’S  APPROVAL  SIGNATURE 
(EXEMPT  RANK  REQUIRED  FOR  FIREARMS) 

X 


CURRENCY: 


COURT  ORDER  -  DISPOSAL  INSTRUCTIONS 


IUCR:  143C  WEAPONS  VIOLATION  UNLAWFUL  POSS  AMMUNITION 

STATE  CHARGES:  720  ILCS  5.0/24-1.1-A 


CHARGE  TYPE  FELONY 

INCHOATE:  OFFENSE  AS  CITED 


RECOVERED/SEIZED  FROM  -  NAME 
□  DECEASED  H  ARRESTED 


CHICAGO,  IL 


OWNER’S  NAME 


BEAT  OF  RECOVERY 
212 


ADDRESS 


TELEPHONE  NO. 


CHICAGO,  IL 


JUDGE 


CT.BR 


FOUNDBY-NAME 
[x]  CHECK  IF 
C  P.  D. 


MC  DONALD,  KEVIN  Star:  17591 


ADDRESS 


TELEPHONE  NO. 


OFFICER’S  SIGNATURE  -  STAR  UNIT 
X 


SEE  CDFY  4  FOR  NOTICE  TQ  F|H0=H 


~  tz\  HOLDTOWINVESTIGATJON  INVESTIGATING  OFFICER  -  STAR  NO  UNIT 

H  AND/OR  EVIDENCE  SESKI,  WILLIAM  „  153 

E  (IF  NOT  NEEDED  FOR  INVESTGATION/EVIDENCE,  LEAVE  BLANK) 

1  st  OFFICER ’S  NAME  STAR  NO. 

SESKI,  WILLIAM  7520 

K  □  PROPERTY  AVAILABLE  FOR  RETURN  TO 

OWNER 

O 

SIGNATURE  UNIT 

Electronic  Approval  153 

E  E — !  TO  BE  DISPOSED  OF  BY  CUSTODIAN  (NOT  TO  BE  RETURNED) 

(THIS  APPLIES  IF  PROPERTY  IS  NOT  EVIDENCE,  NOT  RETURNABLE  AND/OR  OWNER  IS  UNKNOWN) 

2nd  OFFICER'S  NAME  STAR  NO 

CONNOLLY,  MICHAEL  16869 

INITIAL  DESTINATION  OF  PROPERTY: 

ERPS 

SIGNATURE 

Electronic  Approval 

UNIT 

153 

VIA  [7]  POLICE  MAIL  Q  RECOVERING  UNIT  PERSONNEL 

□  E&RPS  PICKUP  □  EVID./LAB  TECHNICIAN 

APPROVING  DESK  SERGEANT  STAR  NO.  DATE  TIME 

DEGENHARDT,  BRIAN  2110  12-OCT-2005  22:38 

E.  &  R.P.S  USE  ONLY 


i.06i  mm 


Created  by: 

DISCLAIMER:  Inventory  created  by  user  other  than  the  1st,  2nd,  or  investigating  officers. 


COPY  1  -  KEEP  WITH  PROPERTY 


ROPERTY  DESCRIBED  OH  THE 
ES  OF  THIS  INVENTORY  AS 


INVENTORY  NO 


10626454 


EVIDENCE  &  RECOVERED  PROPERTY  SECTION  USE  ONLY 


VALID  DRIVERS  LICENSE  NO. 


CITY  FIREARMS  REGISTRATION  NO. 


ILLINOIS  FIREARM  OWNERS  I.D.  NO. 


IDENTIFICATION 


VERIFICATION  OTHER  IDENTIFICATION  (SPECIFY)  CLAIMANT'S  SIGNATURE 


E  &  R.P.S.  OFFICER'S  SIGNATURE  -  STAR  NO 


INDICTMENT 
OR  DOCKFT 


PROPERTY  INVENTORY  -  NO. 

CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 

CPD-34,523  (REV.  10/09) 


invno  10626444 


DATE  RECOVERED 

12-OCT-2005 


1111911 


PKG 

NO. 


UNIT 

002 


INVENTORY  NO. 


WARRANT  NO. 


10626444 


RD  HL669423 


RE-INVENTORY  OF: 


ITEM  ID  QUANTITY 


1136792 


DESCRIPTION  OF  PROPERTY 


BULLET /AMMO /MAGAZINE :  BUNDLE  OF  BULLETS  13  ROUNDS  380.CAL  AND  6  ROUNDS  .357  CAL  TOTAL  OF  19  ROUNDS 


MY  SIGNATURE  HEREON  ACKNOWLEDGES 
RECEIVING  ALL  PROPERTY  DESCRIBED 
IN  THIS  INVENTORY 


RECIPIENTS  SIGNATURE 
X 


ADDRESS  -  STREET 


CITY 


STATE 


ZIP 


COMMENTS: 


$  DEPOSITED  AMT 


$  INVENTORY  AMT 


Court  Date  19-OCT-2005 


Court  Branch  44-2 


EVIDENCE  &  RECOVERED  PROPERTY  SECTION  USE  ONLY 


CURRENCY: 


IUCR:  143C  WEAPONS  VIOLATION  UNLAWFUL  POSS  AMMUNITION 

STATE  CHARGES:  720  ILCS  5.0/24-1.1-A 


RECOVERED/SEIZED  FROM  -  NAME 
□  DECEASED  0  ARRESTED 


CHICAGO,  IL 


CHARGE  TYPE  FELONY 

INCHOATE:  OFFENSE  AS  CITED 

BEAT  OF  RECOVERY 

212 


DATE  RECEIVED 


OFFICER'S  SIGNA  TURE  -  STAR  -  UNIT 
X 


WATCH  COMDR.'S  APPROVAL  SIGNATURE 
(EXEMPT  RANK  REQUIRED  FOR  FIREARMS) 

X 


COURT  ORDER  -  DISPOSAL  INSTRUCTIONS 


VIA  g  POLICE  MAIL  Q  RECOVERING  UNIT  PERSONNEL 
□  E&RPS  PICKUP  □  EVID./LA8  TECHNICIAN 


APPROVING  DESK  SERGEANT 

DEGENHARDT,  BRIAN 


STAR  NO. 

2110 


DATE 

12-OCT-2005 


TIME 

22:39 


OWNER'S  NAME  ADDRESS  ■  TELEPHONE  NO. 

CHICAGO,  IL 

JUDGE  :  CT.BR. 

FOUND  BY  -  NAME  SESKI,  WILLIAM  Star:  7520  ADDRESS  TELEPHONE  NO 

0  CHECK  IF 

C-P-  SEE  COPY  A  FOR  NOTICE  TO  FINDER 

OFFICER'S  SIGNATURE  -  STAR  UNIT 

X 

[7j  MVLUt-UKWVESnuAItVN  INVESTIGATING  OFFICER  -  STAR  NO  UNIT 

fj  LJ  AND/OR  EVIDENCE  SESKI,  WILLIAM  7520  153 

E  (IF  NOT  NEEDED  FOR  INVESTGATION/EVIDENCE,  LEAVE  BLANK)  U 

1st  OFFICER'S  NAME  STAR  NO. 

SESKI,  WILLIAM  7520 

E.  &  R.P.S  USE  ONLY 

K  □  PROPERTY  AVAILABLE  FOR  RETURN  TO 

OWNER 

0 

SIGNATURE  UNIT 

Electronic  Approval  153 

E  —  TO  BE  DISPOSED  OF  BY  CUSTODIAN  (NOT  TO  BE  RETURNED) 

(THIS  APPLIES  IF  PROPERTY  IS  NOT  EVIDENCE,  NOT  RETURNABLE  AND/OR  OWNER  IS  UNKNOWN) 

2nd  OFFICER'S  NAME  STAR  NO 

CONNOLLY,  MICHAEL  16869 

INITIAL  DESTINATION  OF  PROPERTY: 

ERPS 

SIGNATURE  UNIT 

Electronic  Approval  153 

Created  by:  m 

DISCLAIMER:  Inventory  created  by  user  other  than  the  1st,  2nd,  or  investigating  officers. 


COPY  1  -  KEEP  WITH  PROPERTY 


Printed  by: 


■27-DEC-2017  14:53 


RECEIVED  ALL  PROPERTY  DESCRIBED  OH  THE 


INVENTORY  NO 


10626444 


LINE 


OWNER'S  SIGNATURE 


1136792 


x 

H 

U. 

0 

Vi 

-l  (5 

iu  2 

<< 

(J  E 

J  f 

CL  0 

%  = 

4  Vi 


OWNER'S  ADDRESS 


DATE  RE  CEIVED 


OFFICER  MAKING  TURN-OVER 
SIGNATURE  &  STAR  NO. 


WATCH  COMMANDER'S  APPROVAL 


EVIDENCE  &  RECOVERED  PROPER!  Y  SECTION  USE  ONLY 


DATE 


E.  &  R.P.S.  OFFICER'S 
SIGNATURE  CONFIRMATION 


OFFICER'S  SIGNATURE  ATTESTS  RECEIVING 
OR  RETURNING  ALL  LISTED  PROPERTY 


STAR  NO. 


UNIT 


CONTINUANCE  DATE  &  REMARKS 


OUT 

IN 


OUT 


IN 


VALID  DRIVERS  LICENSE  NO. 


STATE 


CITY  FIREiARMS  REGISTRATION  NO. 


IDENTIFICATION _ _ 

VERIFICATION  OTHER  IDENTIFICATION  (SPECIFY) 


CLAIMANT'S  SIGNATURE 


ILLINOIS  FIREARM  OWNERS  I.D.  NO. 


E.  &  R.P.S  OFFICER'S  SIGNATURE  -  STAR  NO. 


INDICTMENT 
OR  DOCKET 
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CASE  05CR2558001  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  001  OF  014 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

GENERAL  INFORMATION 

CB:  016334333  IR:  0901905  SID:  028420360  FBI:  755126RA4  RD:  HL669423 
CHARGE  INFORMATION 

NBR  A  TYPE  CLASS  CHAPTER/SECTION  DESCRIPTION 

001  A  3  720-5/24-1 . 1 (a)  FELON  POSS/USE  WEAPON/FI 

DISPOSITION  INFORMATION 


112105  -  0411  - 

IND/INFO-CLK  OFFICE-PRES  JUDGE  120805  1701  CR2558001  I 

05CR2558001  ID#  CR100880233 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0900  AM 
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CASE  05CR2558001  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  002  OF  014 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

120805  -  0415  - 

CASE  ASSIGNED  120805  1726 

BIEBEL,  PAUL  JR. 

ROOM  101  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0900  AM 

120805  -  0416  - 

DEFENDANT  ARRAIGNED  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

120805  -  0422  - 

PLEA  OF  NOT  GUILTY  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

120805  -  0605  - 

DEFENDANT  REL  ON  I  BOND  000000  25000.00 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0  930  AM 
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CASE  05CR2558001  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  003  OF  014 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

120805  -  0986  - 

ADMONISH  AS  TO  TRIAL  IN  ABSENT  000000 
TOOMIN ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


120805  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  012606 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


121305  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR2558001  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  004  OF  014 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

121305  -  0304  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  ORDER  OF  COURT  121405 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

121405  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

121405  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  010506 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

010506  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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Date:  12/19/2017  Time:  09:57:37  AM 


Page:  1  Document  Name:  untitled 


CASE  05CR2558001  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  005  OF  014 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

010506  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

012006  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


012006 

0930  AM 


012006  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  030906 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR2558001  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  006  OF  014 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

012306  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

012306  -  0299  - 
CASE  ADVANCED 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH 

012306  -  0300  - 
WITNESSES  ORDERED  TO  APPEAR  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

012306  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  030906 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR2558001  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  007  OF  014 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

030906  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
EGAN,  JAMES  D. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

032706  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

040306  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  042106 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


040306 

0930  AM 


032706 

0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR2558001  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  008  OF  014 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

042106  -  0891  - 

DEFENDANT  ON  BOND  000000 

TOOMIN ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

042106  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

042806  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

052306  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  060506 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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0930  AM 


042806 

0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR2558001  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  009  OF  014 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

060506  -  0891  - 

DEFENDANT  ON  BOND  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

060506  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

060906  -  0890  - 

DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


060906 

0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR2558001  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  010  OF  014 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

060906  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

060906  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

070706  -  0890  - 
DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH  & 

070706  -  0896  - 
PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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000000 

CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


070706 

0930  AM 


Date:  12/19/2017  Time:  09:58:09  AM 


Page:  1  Document  Name:  untitled 


CASE  05CR2558001  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  Oil  OF  014 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

070706  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMIN ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

072806  -  0890  - 
DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

072806  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


000000 

0930  AM 


072806 

0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR2558001  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  012  OF  014 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

072806  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  091806 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

091806  -  0399  - 
CHARGE  AMENDED 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

091806  -  0421  - 
PLEA  OF  GUILTY 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

091806  -  0426  - 
JURY  WAIVED  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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000000  C001 

0930  AM 


000000  C001 

0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR2558001  S  (START 

OF  FELONY  CASE) 

PAGE:  013  OF  014 

DEFENDANT  NAME: 

LST  APPEAL: 

091806  -  0431  - 

FINDING  OF  GUILTY 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

000000 

C001 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

091806  -  0516  - 

DEF  SENTENCED  ILLINOIS  DOC  000000  C001 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P.  MIN  002  Y 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

091806  -  0988  - 

SENTENCE  TO  RUN  CONSECUTIVE  000000 

05CR08  982 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  05CR2558001  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

091806  -  0703  - 

WARRANT  QUASHED  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  7  02  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


PAGE:  014  OF  014 
LST  APPEAL: 


091806  -  0996  - 

RECALL/EXEC  SENT  TO  POLICE  AGY  000000 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


END  OF  FILE 
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CL  REPORT 

CL:  050448 

CASE  NUMBER: 

UNIT:  GOV  &  FIN  CRIME 

CHARGE:  BRIBERY/INTIMIDATION/OFFICIAL 
MISCONDUCT 

ASA:  NAVARRO,  DAVE 

RD:  OPS  CR: 

JUDGE: 

AGENCY:  PVT.  ATTY 

REQUESTOR: 

SOURCE:  MATTHEW  MAHONEY 

NOTE:  SOURCE  OF  CASE,  ATTORNEY  MATTHEW  MAHONEY  CONTACTED  OUR  OFFICE  STATING 

THAT  OVER  THE  PAST  1-1/2  YEARS  HE  HAS  REPRESENTED  SEVERAL  CLIENTS  IN  NARCOTICS 
CASES,  ALL  OF  WHOM  INDEPENDENTLY  STATE  THAT  THEY  HAVE  BEEN  VICTIMIZED  BY  THE 
TARGET  IN  A  SIMILAR  FASHION. 

TARGET  IS  A  2ND  DISTRICT  SERGEANT  WITH  THE  CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT  WHO 
REGULARLY  PATROLS  THE  527  EAST  BROWNING  BUILDING,  WHICH  IS  LOCATED  IN  THE  IDA  B. 
WELLS  CHA  HOUSING  PROJECTS.  TARGET  IS  ALLEGED  TO  BE  ON  THE  PAYROLL  OF 
NARCOTICS  DEALERS  AND  DOES  NOT  INTERFERE  WITH  THEIR  NARCOTICS  SALES 
OPERATIONS. 

THE  TARGET  AND  SEVERAL  OTHER  POLICE  OFFICERS  ALSO  ROUTINELY  RECOVER 
NARCOTICS  FROM  INSIDE  APARTMENTS  AND  FROM  INDIVIDUALS.  IT  IS  ALLEGED  THAT  THE 
OFFICERS  ARREST  INNOCENT  INDIVIDUALS  AND  PUT  CASES  ON  THEM  IF  THEY  DO  NOT 
PERIODICALLY  PAY  THE  TARGET.  VICTIM  I  ALLEGES  THAT  THE  TARGET  HAS  EXTORTED 
MONEY  FROM  HIM  ON  THREE  DIFFERENT  OCCASIONS  BUT  HAS  NOT  PAID  THE  TARGET.  AS  A 
RESULT  OF  HIS  FAILURE  TO  PAY,  THE  TARGET  HAS  ARRESTED  VICTIM  1  ON  THREE 
OCCASIONS  AND  CHARGED  HIM  WITH  FELONIES.  WITNESS  1  IS  CREDIBLE  AND 
CORROBORATES  VICTIM  1  'S  ALLEGATIONS  TO  A  LARGE  EXTENT. 

VICTIM  1  CLAIMS  THAT  THERE  ARE  SEVERAL  OTHER  INDIVIDUALS  WHO  HAVE  BEEN 
SIMILARLY  VICTIMIZED  BY  THE  TARGET.  VICTIM  1  ALLEGES  THAT  SEVERAL  OF  THESE 
INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  LODGED  FORMAL  COMPLAINTS  WITH  THE  OFFICE  OF  PROFESSIONAL 
STANDARDS.  IN  ADDITION,  THE  SOURCE  OF  THIS  CASE  CLAIMS  THAT  HE  HAS  REPRESENTED 
SEVERAL  OF  THESE  INDIVIDUALS. 

SUBJECT  SUBJECT  NAME  ATTORNEY  GANG 

0 1  WATTS,  SGT.  RONALD 

Place  of  Employment:  CHICAGO  POLICE  department  #2640  Phone 

Address: , ,  IR„NO: 

DOB: 


IAP  NOTE I)  Contact  OPS  and  obtain  files  relative  to  any  complaints  filed  against  the  target. 

2)  Source  of  case  will  provide  police  reports  of  cases  where  lie  has  represented  clients  who  have  complained  of  target's  activities. 

3)  If,  slier  receipt  of  OPS  files  and  the  attorney  files,  there  appears  to  be  a  pattern  of  criminal  activity,  contact  Chicago  Police 
Department.  Interna!  Affairs  Division  to  conduct  a  joint  investigation  with  a  view  towards  arranging  a  situation  where  criminal 
activity  can  be  recorded  via  elcctmnie/video.  *****  SUPERVISORY  NOTE:: 


INCIDENT 

VICTIMS 


Monday,  October  17, 2005  Page  1  of  2 

LOQ#  iimi 

kMmUSL 


H.V-iit,  ■  TMt#  *  ■ 

*&  lv?-  '  *"  i'v 


r«A>  <v<  / 


;«&»»»<  '-*?«s!fi»<***«M*aw5 

.(  <_  Mr  «“H  *»--■'  |V'‘  PlfM* 

.  \p 


CL  REPORT 

NAME 

DOB  GANG 

ETHNIC 

1 


Phone: 


5/24/1972 
|,  CHICAGO.IL  60653 


2 


Phone: 


8/30/1971 
CHICAGO,  IL  60653 


EVENTS _ 

01  WATTS,  SGT.  RONALD 

5/4/2005  CL  Scheduled  Event: 

Official  Misconduct 


DISPOSITIONS 


Monday*  October  17*  2005 


Page  2  of  2 


J'  ■ 


■*'  ?  l 

Matthew  L.  Mahoney 


■iIlItlNJiaWil  IKWl 


820  West  Jackson  Boulevard,  Suite  300  Chicago,  Illinois  60607  .  Telephone  (312)  669-1700  Facsimile  (312)  831  -1502 


May  5, 2005 


ASA  John  Mahoney 
Cook  County  States  Attorney’s  Office 
2650  S.  California  Avenue,  Room  13  B  30 
Chicago,  IL  60608 


Dear  John: 

Per  our  conversation,  I  have  enclosed  copies  of  discovery  from  the  cases  of  individuals 
whom  I  have  represented  in  the  area  of  ^^^^^^^^|Chicago,  Illinois.  I  have  put  yellow 
stickers  on  each  to  give  you  a  brief  synopsis.  All  arresting  officers  are  members  of  Watt’s  team. 
I  want  to  reiterate  that  I  am  not  looking  for  any  special  consideration  for  any  of  my  clients  in 
anyway  (unless  they  actively  participate  in  a  future  investigation). 

Watts  is  dirty  and  needs  to  be  caught.  He  gives  a  black  eye  to  all  good  officers  and 
contributes  to  the  danger  that  good  officers  face  when  confronting  individuals  on  the  street  who 
have  already  been  “screwed  over”  by  a  bad  officer.  These  individuals  do  not  trust  police  to  be 
fair  and  are  more  likely  to  violently  resist  after  having  “a  case  put  on  them”  by  a  bad  officer. 

I  realize  that  I  have  not  yet  provided  you  with  the  “smoking  gun”  to  get  to  Watts.  I  hope 
that  I  will  be  able  to  in  the  future,  but  I  don’t  know. 

I  wish  you  the  best  of  luck  and  if  I  can  be  of  any  future  assistance  or  should  you  require 
any  additional  information,  please  do  not  hesitate  to  contact  me.  Thank  you  for  your  assistance 
in  this  mater. 


010074 


7.  ALTA'S  rn  WnVw*' 


*.  urj  uMi. 


Short 


1 1.  cfj  n  rr  S .  m«b;  *ca«  „  wSAB’n.mE  v 


ZIP  COO* 


60653 


None 


JJ.  OCCUPATION 


HK  -812808 


Unemployed 


lOMMSliE  f^Nircjsito 


35.VENlCi£ 


J  U  NAME  OF  A-S-A/fU  <UV.  CJ IARGC  S  A* MpVEO 

n  ves  a  no 


jj.oowAiwifcvree  havx  if  yes  -hame  or  r  p  MCMamMonfieD-  iim* 
i.imAirtNWDoe<*tfiUthr 

Cl  111  (Tftff  *  At  HQM  E  : 

a  yes  B,«o _ _ _ ^ 


UNITNOmitp 


cnv  ■  HATE 


AKT  )  State  6f  11/  F*0 

victim  ihwafo  if  ves,  oevcHia  c  uwiuw 


5101  S.  wentvorth 

victiMHOsnrAi.^EP  '  _  ’ 

□  res  J|  NO 


HQiKFALNAMf 


□  tnCAT€0*AfUAStCJ 


4t«CHFF£NSES 


40.  R£T£ft£NaS  (CH  *  MA ,t 


42.  CHS  POSITIONS 


42.  £JI5P05fti0N5 


i72QILCS5  70/402 


43.iw«tATivt  |The  facts  for  probable  cause  toarrett  ArttMo  substantiate  The  charges  tncludc*  but  are  not  limited  to,  the  following :) 


. Ll5^j43^> _ 

i....A/.QijR„weTe  .  axmedjwlth 

ft 

-;^  ^1^<^irto&  ^Jh<!...lQfe'by....of.1.the...iCdilAt,,lacatiDn+AA/Q.l.a,.obeerved^.a.>,subject  ..matchliig..  th&  ■■descripttfeo 

,.,... KhlXe  „,appr,o^ching.  .the..^hDve-  .offerer  ..dropped-  to  ground- ^ne-  clear,  pl-ae tie-  -ba| -con  taining 

. . SfcjysJltfSB^SE^^ 

custody  *  Further  inspection  od  ,thg„.,plagt^c,,bag  revealed*^  egufli  ^qpat^iiij.ng  ;i  w| 

. rock  like  substance  sustiect:.  cyad>,..cocato<i,  A  eo<tQdlal..&a*ych..reY'galftd.lB6freflfloU . S  .fl,.,  afi$pe 

. narcotie  proceeds.  Above  advised  of  rights  and  charged  and...tr^CTiar.t.e.d....l:p....QQ2  .JEoT  processing 

No  ID  GAHg  AFIL:  G/D  /J  ■  , 


fJOr/i-ufMr  T 


(hi«t  the  fact*  tfafivi  herein,  are  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  Vnowlerfye, 


DE  PUTY  CUE  M'S  OftKi  INA 

B ♦  Brown/ ' 


ilfl^EMruHO. 


<4.  VEHICLE  ALIGNED 


1 0NE  l  TWO  ) 


4*  DE^ULTSOrRNGeRPR.CFI£C*.WA[VtrilV-VG  'STAK 


v/at  oiTo^.Twanoc  ni 


JtanjImtC  wo 


i/<fcr)ov  3u4&tL 


S-t.  hOO«IM6 


W-  ■**».  oth  Ofy  KEO  emktPATT 


6RAHCHCM1 


COURT  SERGEANT  COPY 


010079 


812808 


5,  DATE  Of  OCCV  WtENCE  ■  TIME 


6  DATE  A.O, ARRIVED  -  TtM£ 


?.  seat;  unit  assigned 


8.  6 EAT  OCCURRED 


.  IQ.  i  Onsets  name  (cor?,  ifappucasis) 


-r*  *;*MiMfc45Qf  OGCMMNC£(hfO,  ■  Dl ft,  -  STREET  *  APT,  NO) 

_V:V:  527  E.  Browning 


TtSt'iT  *£  OP  tOCATlOfJJPAEMiSE  WHERE Of  FENS£  OCCURRED  -*  a  133DRUGSTCW 

■■  - c2A3TAV£RN;UOUOS$TOftE  O  1 6S  POOL  ROOM  *  '  0  260  HOTEL 


□  293  RESTAURANT 


OtSS  POOL  ROOM  * 

0  T€7  BARKERS  HOP 


DRUGSTORE  0095  AIRPORT/ AIRCRAFT 

O  260  HOTELS  MOTEL  O  tSO  RESIDENCE 

a  m  NEWSSTAND  n  3CM  STREET 


□  121  GtA  APARTMENT 

OJ  21 OHA  PARKING  LQ7/GTOUf®S 
D  26*  PARK  PROPERTY 


(  (XOT^ER^CfFY  A  ENTER  CODE 

r*  C.hJa.  Hallway 


LOCATION  CODE 


11,  BUSINESS  UCENSENCKSJ, 


.SiT 


HEIGHT 


WEIGHT 


INVENTORY  NO, 


NlCHNAME/A.lCA, 


5 v e  it#  1534 5  In  summer 


aiea  of  the  above  listed-  Location.  R/Q*s  were  given  a  description  of  a  male  black 


old  'six  foot 

3j>;JLfFlUATtON 


two  hundred 


l)  years 

42.  GANG  RE* 
a  VICTIM,.  * 
□■OFFENDER 


SUPERVISOR  APPROVING  CPfciNT  NAME) 


APPROVAL  SIGNATURE 


IS.  HOME  PHONE 


5101  S*  Wentworth 


;3 M  UNDER'S  NAME  (OR  DESCRIBE  CLOTHING,  ETC) 


26j.RjCa.NO, 


HEIGHT 


Of  FENDER  IN  CUSTODY? 

G  1  YES  O2N0 


WEIGHT 


EYES 


COURT  DATE 


COURT  ftjUNOt'  CALL 


WEIGHT 


^KNOCK'S  NAME  (OR  DESCRIBE  CLOTHING,  ETC) 

SVrs  , 


OFFENDER  IN  CUSTODY? 
GIVES  O  2  NO 


HOME  ADDRESS 


HEIGHT  [  WEIGHT 


EYES . 


HAIR 


COMFIL. 


LfLfC.SNQ. 


COURT  BRANCH  CAU 


COURT  DATE 


WEIGHT 


33.  NO.  OF  ARRESTEES 


34.  TYPE  Of  ARREST 
JJ  ON  VIEW  D  WARRANT 


3Sr  ADDRESS  Of  ARREST 

cm  17 


■:  VI  tKlf 
,  ussxmy 

-  =.  f  f  f>  SEftftf 


YEAR  MAKE  -  BODY  STYLE  WLOfl  1 

Onl - - — r - - — r 


-r-4-4 


STATE  LICENSE  NO. 


19.  MOTOR  VEHICLE  INVENTORY  NO. 


41,  FLASH  MESSAGE  KNT? 

ersey  with  the7humhercI3r6n  the  chest.  Armed  with  a*v« 


CT  A  COPIES  R’EQUlREO  (NO.  A  RECIPIENT)  ft  CONTINUE 
,  TTtQPl  .lALPi  OTHER  SIDE 


,r'.  RFPC  RTlNG  OFFICER'S  NAME  (PRINT) 


14974 


4? .  DATE  INVEST.  CD  MPLETED  *  TIME 

161  Pec  \  Q4  (2200 


iRlivo  in  column  foirn.  Siww  «ac%  ^Dera  found,  wtvo  found  it  irid  its  dascbjmofi  t«msr  PropDfiy  tnvfrfuofy 

•  I 


RACE  CODES 


iT  DTJ  ERVEHtCLEiOCNTiFfEKJ 


1  -  SLACK 

2  ■  WHITE 

3  -  BLACK-HtSPANiC 
4-WHtTE-tttSFAMC 

$  -  AMERJNO  JAIASK.  NAT. 
6  -  ASI AN/PAQBC  ISLANDER 


home  address 


38.  VEHICLE  CONFISCATED 

gives  ^;nq 


NARRATIVE  (Do  nett  duplicate  tv  r*p**t  information  -  tar  *«;pUjuTtan  Of  additional  information  only) 

R/0Ts  received  informatj 


44.  NOTIFICATIONS,  If  APPROPRIATE,  made  by 


NIQCNAME/A.KA. 


STATE  EXPIA  MO  /YEAft 

=A—=— 


FOUND 


UNIT  NOTIFIED 


PERSON  NOTIFIED 


CHARGES 


BAKER  GLENN  010080 


‘  ground  one  clear  plastic  bag  containing'  numerous  knotted  bags  _  of  a  white  rock  like  substance  s 


eqgyered  said  item  and  the  above' of fende r  fled  into  the  front  stairwell.  K/O's  save  thase  an 


-to  enter  apartment  £5G6.  Above  was*  taken  onto  custody-  and  advised  of  rights  and  charge 


t*‘  F  * 

: .  bag  revealed  it  to  contain  42  knotted  bags  each  containing;  a  white  rock  like  sub sc an c 


■  -  •  ■ 

search  of  of  above  revealed  ?355 .00  U.S.C.  suspected  narcotic  proceeds. 


.^TAtJSS  -  ■  o  o  PROGRESS  Q  ^  SUSPENDED  O  2  UNFOUNDED  *  IF  CASE  ISOEaRED,  HOWOEAREO  {US£7Hi5  SOXF  ORSlNGLECLEAAUPOAFfSST  CLEARUPOF  MUrnnEOE  ARU?  UST}  i  Q  ADy-T 

-  jC  KJO.CVtfM  D  □  4CLRO.OPEiW.  O  5  EXCCLRD.  CLOSED  ;l  Dt  ARKE5T  A  D2  DJUftUB  TO  0  3  COM .  REFUSED  jfl  COMMUNITY  DS  OTHER  I 

;r^'  ^esxc.clro.qpen _  o  t  close  &  ■  no  n-c  ri  mi  nal _ prosecution  family  court  tqprosecuts  ao^ustmcnt  exceptional  1  QJUV‘ 

"  ■  >1— — i  .1  |  11,1.  ■"  — — »  ■' a— I  .«  — 1  ~*1  *  ""  "  ■■■'Iiw— .  —  — P— ^  —  ■  »"  n— — — *—  ii  .  j 

OFFEN5E  CODE  REV.  CODE  REMARKS  (PERTINENT  INFORMATION  NOT  ON  ORIGINAL  REPORT) 

C  1  CORRECT 

VISED  f  I  1  ■  i 


PREPARED  8Y- SIGNATURE 


STAR  NO,  j  DATE  (DAY-MO-YR)  |  APPROVED  BY  -  SIGNATURE 


STAR  NO ,  I  DATE  (DAY+V,  l>YFL) 


ILLINOIS  STATE  POLICE 
Division  of  Forensic  Services 
Forensic  Science  Center  at  Chicago 
1941  West  Roosevelt  Road 
Chicago,  Illinois  60608-1229 
(312)  433-8000  (Voice)  *  1-(800)  255-3323  (TDD) 

Rod  R.  Blagojevich 

Governor  January  3, 2005 


Lany  G.  Trent 

Director 


ROBERT  GONZALEZ  12152 

CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT  UNIT  2 

DISTRICT  2 

5101  SOUTH  WENTWORTH 
CHICAGO,  IL  60609 

Laboratory  Case  #C04-056914 
RD  #HK812808 


OFFENSE  Violation  of  Controlled  Substances  Act 

SUSPECT 

The  following  evidence  was  received  by  the  Forensic  Science  Center  at  Chicago  on  December  22, 2004: 
Inventory#  10452260 


LAB/AGENCY 

1A 

ITEM  SUBMITTED 

5.6  grams  of  chunky  substance 
from  twenty  items 

FINDINGS 

Cocaine 

IB 

An  estimated  6.2  grams  of  chunky 
substance  from  twenty-two  items 

Not  analyzed 

730 ILCS  5/5-9-1.4(b)  states  that  a  criminal  laboratory  analysis  fee  of  $100  shall  be  imposed  for  persons 
adjudged  guilty  of  an  offense  in  violation  of  the  Cannabis  Control  Act  or  the  Dlinois  Controlled 
Substances  Act. 

Respectfully  submitted, 


Tina  Joyce 
Forensic  Scientist 


[jRSjRPBuPRyi 


+fq774H£(tett 


CHICAGO  POUCH  DEPARTMENT 

3510  South  Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois  60853 
Idenll^OHUon !  faction 

„  „ ,  CRIMINAL  HIStOi  IY  REPORT 

C04  0/  42 


CPP-31B03C  <RfiV.  7/04) 


IUU  COMPUTE 

O/v  frJ=.  UfvOf 


>»  C  ONVICTED 


JR# 

SID# 

iFBI#  73228BRB1 
IDOC# 

j  Current  Arrest  Information: 


1406649 


MALE 


BUCK, 


21  years 
ILLINOIS 


HAIR  STYLE :  SHORT 


COMPLEXION :  MEO 


Kay  Historical  Identifiers: 


tflly  Numbers  Umrj 


04-OEC40Q3 
24-JUN-20D3 
23-0  EC-2002 
27-APR-2001 
21-MAR-2001 


(prlmlnal  Justice  Summary:  Total  arrests:  10  (5  Felony,  3  Misdemeanor) 

Non  CPO  arraatt  reported  by  Wnofe  QOL  ea  of  Jura  07. 3004 


Total  convictions:  2 


ARRE£  f 


Arrest  Name; 
Dete  of  Birth: 


16-DEC  -2004  Arresting  Agency:  CPD  *  DISTRICT  in::  male 
627  E  BROWNING  AVE  CHICAGO.  IL  60663 


Ar/esl  Dale: 
Arrest  Address; 
Residence: 


DON  or  CB:  016033084 

Jfficer  _ QpN2£LEZ_ 


Officer  Bactgeff:  12152 


Arr  eslr  Charge  Deserlp i  No  i n . 

Pci  -  Possession  -  15+Qm  is  -  Cocaine 


Co  up  t  Claae^Type  _  Statute 
j  [1j  1  F  720  ILCS  570.0/402^2 


Arresting  Agency:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  oi;2MALE  j 

AVE  CHICAGO,  IL  00053  ^  0  ^ 

CHICAGO,  IL  80063  C* 

t«B44)|tytV411 

Iit  hi:;«e 


Arrest  Date:  24-SE 

Arrest  Address:  527  E 

Residence;  HH 

Officer  Badge#  19B01 


rresi  Niame: 
!  * 

|te  of  Birth: 

£N  or  CB: 
sfflcar; 


01511^004 

UTFOAS 


ATOs^CharjepQaciJpjjDn, 

Pcs  -  Posseaefon  ^Lsss  T  isnJB^Grma^- HsrehiB-j 
Pea  -  Possession  -  Leas  T  wn  1 B  firms  -  Cocaine 


taunt  Class 


y  pa  ^  statute . 

p_  _  m  ILCS  670;0rtD2-#C 
F  720  I LCS57 0.0/402*0 


1 


ARRE  JT 


.ttp://chris.chicagopolice.local/pls/clear/law_rapsheetucpd.show_html7p=KLET3sTPMi:i  1 UDH9...  12/1 

^^^^^■01 0083 


Arresl  Nams: 
pale  of  Birth: 

DON  or  CB;  0156041133 

|}((lcan  CANNON 

i?.lJWlLP.,R!9.j4Siff.§?!S!S. . . . Arreat.c herga Description . . . Jnd;  3;  *  fJr*) 


Arreat  Dale:  04-DEC- 1003  ArrsaBUB  Agency:  CPO  -  DISTRICT  iQii  MALE  .  ^ 

Arrost  Adctrano;  ,527  E  JROWNINGAVfi  CHICAGO,  1L  H0653 
Rasldonca:  CHICAGO,  IL  00653 


Officer  Budge#:  12241 


fl) 


P  720  ILCSP550.0/5.2-C 


Cannabis  -  MffcrDof -  School  -  ID-30 Grma 


ChBfae 

CANNA0IS  -  MFG/DEL  -  $  3HO 


{COURT  CHARGES/DiSPOsTflCiN . 

LSsil  Statute 

:  aoi  720-550/6. C 

[Disposition:  BAIL  BONO  FORFEITURE 
\sonleneo:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 

COURT  CHA^G^eS/DiW^OsYtYoN  ** 11 111,1,1  M 11  Tl  1  >NUJ,,n  111,11  fi«ihiiih|i  iimi  min  in  tn 


IO 


Rw"***. 

\% 


Case# 

200311528 


|.5§EU  Statute 

:  002  720-SSD/5(CJ 

iDtsposll/on.  SENTENCED/PROBATION 
ls&ntt>nc&. 

V'" 


Charea 

MFG/DEl.  CANNABlS/10-a  )  GRAMS 


Disposition  Data:  S1*OEC-1:f  13- 
pnoa  Date; 


2004GR027I 


m;  SEN TENCED/PRQ BATON  .  i  l(n*7  I  Ah  ^posWon  Dam:  rOlWiri'l 

PROBATION  000  YEARS  1 B  MONTHS  000  DAYS  pC/^^C\  M  “  \  WjP  Smianca  Date: 2a-OCT-20>l  ’  V I L,  1  r 


ARRES* ' 


ZrV 


Arrest  Name: 

pare  pf  filrm:  ^^^1002 ' 
pCN  or  CB:  015332041  >  r 


Arrost  Date: 
Arreat  Address: 


T 


fflear: 


DELFAV5RO 


Officer  Badge#:  1B157 


02-NOV  3003  ArrraUflB  Agency:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  K.r  MALE 
527  S  3ROWNING  A^E  CHICAGO.  IL  60653 
527  E  SROWNINfldwE  CHICAGO,  IL  60053 


Coup  i  Clos  a_T7pe  _  Statute  _ 


m 


10-6-515. 


Arraat.ChBrgB  Descflpjion  _ 
SoBdtfng  Unlawful  Businas: 


ROWNING  Aye 
ROWNJNadwE 

XL . 


ini  o;  a 


] 

hjrrs&t  Name; 

^aia  ef  Bldfi: 

JCN  or  CB-  015503424 
fflear;  GONZALEZ 

i 

Co un  l  ^Claas^Type  Statute  ^ 

;  m 


ARREST 


Arrest  Date:  ZWUN-  20D3  Arresting  Agency :  CPD  -  DJSTRICr  W\i  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  ST^^BROVVNjNGAVE  CHICAGO,  !L  00053 

CHICAGO, 

Officer  Badge#:  12162 

a  Arrest^ Chs rga DeeCTjpll  on . . . . . Jnc  o :i[e '  ^ 


A  M  720  |LC&5:0/zi-6  Criminal  Trespass  To  Skater  Land 


PI 


10-8-515 


Soliciting  Unlawful  Buurrios 


H^Er- 


iCOURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

jJzaq,  Statute 

:|001  72fl-5/21-fl 


Chame 

CRIMINAL  TRESPASS! 


Class  Case# 

1  2Q03120B70S 


fititHii>ti<MiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiMitiiiftMii,iii,Mlliiiiiiiiii  u intmi iiiiimimi ii ii  i mu i ii i  v  mill  1 1  inn  1 1 


Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE 
Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  OpO  YEARS  00  MONTH6  000  DAYS 

liiiiiiiiiiilliiMiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiimiiiitiiiiii 

f  OURY  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 
Sm  SMulB 

Q05»  10-B-515 


Disposition  Oslo:  30-JUL-Z  iO!l 
Sentence  Date: 


Chares 

SOLICITING  UNLAWFU/&US1M 


Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE  r  Disposition  Date:  30-JUL-il 

Sen  fence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS.  000  DAYS  Sentence  Date: 


2003120370 


T 


rrest  Nams: 


ARREST 


Arrest  Dele:  28-DEI  ^2002  Arresting  Agency:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  C  l>2  MALE 


i[tp://chris.chicagopplice.local/pls/clear/law_rapsheet_c;3d.show_html?pBKLET3sTPMJ)t  T1JDH9...  12/ 


010084 


pee'^MVi  "  ,  ^i'^IW^CAGO  PD 


.  1  ‘‘  m  ’  '*;  .  i'  -5*}*^. 


■>. 


mhmwd 


t.;V;U"r-  v  ;'  ■%  ife 

Wifi  L  o' mtf|  i> *  e..jnf 


Date  of  Blith: 


r1BB2 


DCN  or  C0:  015332518 

Officer;  HOLUE 


Arrest  Address:  527  E  3RQWNING  AVS  CHICAGO,  IL  8QG53  | 

Residence;  CHICAGO,  1L  50853 

Officer  Qsdfle#;  7772 


. . . , . Arrest  Chjj^c  Description^ . 

1  [1]  Q  M  720  ILCS  550.0/4-B  Cannabis  -  Possess  2.6-10  Srma 


lm*  nils 


:C  OU  RT  C  HARGES/uiSPOSiTldKl 

|  Ssn.  Statute 

:  001  720-55O/4B 


Change 

DUI/ALCOHOL 


t Disposition;  SENTENCeD/COUfVf  SUPERViSJJ 
[Semejice: SUPERVISION  QUO YESRSTETmONTHS 000 DAYS 


1 


ISIass 

j  1  200213173 

1 

DtipMltfon  Date;  28-FE^-f.r  K  fffclVI/TrT 
Sentence  £teto:  2W=»a{H  LUi^  VICI 

rtjlin  ■  III 


1  ARRES> 1 


I 


Arrest  Name: 
tjiate  of  Birth: 

DON  or  CB: 
O  nicer 


0151B4B75 

UPKIN 


19-JUL-  !002  Arming  Agenoy:  CPD  ■  DISTINCT  X  0 
3400  6  HALGTEDST  CHICAGO,  IL  B0BDB 

^^^^^^^^■chicago,  il  a  oaks 

Ollleer  Badge#:  18034 


AfTMtDaie: 
Arrest  Address: 


/Count 

Class  Type 

SLatute 

Arrest  Charge  Description 

In-si  Oo  e 

■  cu 

A 

626  ILCS  5.0/0-101 

Driver'S  Uuumo  Expired  M>  m  Than  0  Months 

...jesl 

A 

825  ILCS  5.0/1 1-401-A 

Me  -  Leave  Scene  Of  Acdri  mt  -  Injury/Death 

■ 

jm.. 

i  [i] 

C  M 

m  -  »  -  p  »  #  mt  ,  tl 

720 ILCS--550JV4-A 

Cannabis  5  Foeieea  Less  T  wn  2,5  Grms 

i  1 1 1  p  ■-  *  4  *  *  e  ■  ■  «  ■  ■  ■  ■  ii  ■  v<r  i  *■  eeeeeei  ■  -«  ■  ■  *  *  #  *  «  f  i  #  t  *  a  i  1 1 1  *  1 1 1 1 1  r  ■  **  *  «  *  *  *  #  e  *  »  *  *  #*■#■»  e  *  •#*  *  p 

T 

u 

020  ILCS  5.0/3-707 

Insifwtee  -  Ormrata  MbrVu  ride  Without 

* 

i 

1  O] 

L 

6-40-1 B0' 

Pedestrian  fn  Roadway  *  Di »  Cara 

1 

io 


OURT  C  HARGES/DI3P58ffi 

:  Sbq.  Statute 

001 


1 


72M5D/4(A) 


P&pBzfflpj}:  BAIL  BOND  FORF0ITURI 


a 


Chaf^B 

POSSESSION  OF  CANNl  BIS 


i 


Class  Case# 

1  20D2125B2B; 


fS&ntenco:  NO  SENTENCE  000  .YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 


Deposition  Date:  25-SEfj*-2  Oil 
Sentence  Date:  ■ 


eL 


ARREf:  f 


yreat  Name: 
3oia  of  filnti: 

^CN  or  GB: 
Officer: 


11982 


014815997 

WUERTZ 


! 

Count  jJiassType  SlaTuT© 

'  m 


Arrest  Date; 
Arrest  Address: 

Reside^ 

Offrcqjp4  [edge#: 


4-120-110 


_Type  Jilatuje . 

f  720  ILCS  670, 0/402- C 


17-JUN  -2001  Aireettna  Ayency:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  0  ii  2  MALE 

527  B  BROWNING  AV  CHICAGO,  IL  60663 

■■HiHHl  CHICAGO,  IL  B0053 
4334 


is t  Cheryo i  Despripjlon  t  . . . . Jr  if  it  :le 

^sasa[qri  Fireworks 


ARREST 


Arrest  Date:  27-API:  -2001  Arrostlno  Agency:  CPD  -  DISTRKjr  a  \',z  MALE 

Arrest  Addraaa:  527  E  BROWNING  AV  CHICAGO,  IL  60653  | 

Residence:  CHICAGO,  IL  60663 i 

Officer  Badge#:  1B866  *0$  ^ 

Arms!  Charge  Description  In-  mint* 

V»v»V 


Pcs  -  Possession  -  Lbsd  Tl  an  15  Grma  *  Cocalna 
1  1  lfc  ■  ^  -  ’  ARRE:  iT  — 


rrest  Marne: 
te  of  Birch; 


r 


Arm  Date:  21-MA  1-200-1  Arresting  Agancy:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  'tie  MALE 

Arrest  Addreag; 


ttp://chris.chi(''agopolice.|ocal/pl8/clear/law_rapsheet_c;3d.show_html?p=KLET3sTPM6fc  TUDH9...  12/16/34 


010085 


Dec*i7-tM:>.{  oj  tKa '  Frwit-iuu'cWiaad^D  ’ 


+3i?Ti^Be'r 


T-716  •  c-?rti 


DCN  or  CS:  014733458 
Jfflcsr.  WEBSTER 


527  B  I IROWNING  AV  CHICAGO,  1  60663 

Residence:  IL 

Officer 


.9SV.n.l Staluto  AneatCharae  Description  ........  Inct-wii 

*  |  >  "*  w*  r  hixtiMi  till  . . .  *■•'«*■ 

[1]  L  10-0*515  Soliciting  Unlawful  Busbiesn 


^EndofRii  port* 


This  Chicago  Police  Department  IR  rap-sheet  should  not  replace  the  use  of  the  Ifilnola  State  Police  statewide  criminal  \r  s:  ary  transcript,  wh 
may  contain  additional  criminal  history  data  and  can  be  obtained  by  psrfbm  ing  a  CQR1  inquiry  via  your  LEADS  termDr  .1. 


r 


ui  t\; 


i 

t 


i 

i 


[tp://chris.chicagopollce.local/pls/clear/law_rapsheet_c:3d.show_html?p=KLET3sTPM5[:  TUDH9...  12/1 60* 


010086 


ILOKiHaA  OPR/JC.PIjR/C  REO/C&C  % 

SID/IL46/485t»  •"  ’  .  "  "  ,  v-  -  ... 

AAilM/ODO  - 

THIS  RECORD  IS  BASED  ONLY  ON  THE  SID  NUMBER  IN  YOUR  REQUEST- 
gHHBB^AUSE  ADDITIONS  OR  DELETIONS  MAY  BE  MADE  AT  ANY  TIME, 

A  NEW  COPY  SHOULD  BE  REQUESTED  WHEN  NEEDED  FOR  SUBSEQUENT  USE. 
ILLINOIS  STATE  POLICE 
CRIMINAL  HISTORY  RECORD  INFORMATION 
STATE  ID  NO.  FBI  NO.  CHICAGO  IR  NO.  PATE  REQUESTED 
STATE  USE  ONLY  DATE:  12/17/2004  ORI'  TYPE:  0000  TCN: 

ILLINOIS  STATE  POLICE 
BUREAU  OF  IDENTIFICATION 
260  NORTH  CHICAGO  STREET 
JOLIET,  IL  60432-4075  _ 

CRIMINAL  HISTORY  OF:  ^^^^^■_(LAST  KNOWN  NAME) 

STATE  IDENTIFICATION  NUMBER:  ILMHMI 
CONVICTION  STATUS  :  FELONY  CONVICTIONS 
CUSTODIAL  STATUS:  DATE: 

ALIAS  NAME(S)  DATE  OF  BIRTH 
tIL  ^■1982 
fl983 

I1 

SUBJECT  IDENTIFICATION  DATA 
SEX:  MALE 
RACE:  BLACK 

HEIGHT:  600  DATE  REPORTED:  03/21/2001 
WEIGHT:  245  DATE  REPORTED:  03/21/2001 
EYES:  BROWN 
HAIR:  BLACK 
SKIN:  DARK  /  MEDIUM 

SCARS/MARKS/TATOOS  PLACE  OF  BIRTH  DRIVERS  LICENSE  NUMBER  DL  STATE 
ILLINOIS  IL 

SOCIAISFCI IRITY  NUMBER  MISCELLANEOUS  NUMBER  PALM  PRINTS  AVAILABLE 


FBI#:  732288RB1 
CHICAGO  IR#: 


PHOTO  AVAILABLE  IDOC#  FOID#  INS# 
CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 
COOK  COUNTY  STATES  ATTORNEY 
OCCUPATION  DATE  REPORTED 
NONE  12/28/2002 
EMPLOYER  DATE  REPORTED 
BASIS  FOR  CAUTION  DATE  REPORTED 
CRIMINAL  HISTORY  DATA 


ARREST 

TCN:  G 15954684  DATE  OF  ARREST:  09/24/2004 
LAME:  .  DATE  OF  BIRTH:  H 

ND  OF  PAGE  001  -  MORE  DATA  WILL  FOLLOW 


1982 


104.352  09.22.20 

0161 13A  OPR/JG  PUR/C  REQ/CBC 
CONTINUED  FROM  PREVIOUS  RESPONSE) 


ESIDENCE:  I 


CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

CRESTING  AGENCY:  CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT  NCIC:  ILCPDOOOO 
vGENCY  CASE  It:  1 5954684  OFFICER  BADGE  #  19901  PHOTO  AVAILABLE:  NO 
vRREST  CHARGES 

-OUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
720  ILCS  570.0/4 02-C  POSSESSION  CONTROLLD  SUBSTANCE  O  4 
RREST  TYPE  DATE  OF  OFFENSE: 

OUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
720  ILCS  570.0/402-C  POSSESSION  CONTROLLD  SUBSTANCE  O  4 
RREST  TYPE:  DATE  OF  OFFENSE: 

OND  INFORMATION 

ATE  BONDED:  BOND  RECEIPT#:  BOND  AMOUNT:  BOND  DEPOSIT: 

TATES  ATTORNEY  SECTION 

LING  DECISION:  DIRECT  FILED  WITH  COURT  DECISION  DATE:  09/24/2004 
OUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
720  ILCS  570.0/402-C  POSSESSION  CONTROLLD  SUBSTANCE  O  4 
jENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  STATE'S  ATTORNEY  NCIC:  HM 
LING  DECISION.  DIRECT  FILED  WITH  COURT  DECISION  DATE:  09/24/2004 
OUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
720  ILCS  570.0/402-C  POSSESSION  CONTROLLD  SUBSTANCE  O  4 
3ENCY  NAMF  COOK  COUNTY  STATE'S  ATTORNEY  NCIC  ■■■ 


coURTi.CHARSSSWISPOSRlON-  •  >.  '  i:  -,  '  .v-<;  ‘r'.'.'Y’  Rj 

COUNT?  STATU!  t  Cl  fATiON  fciTBKrAli^eSCRIPTirtN  nsWh  'fi  ac<5 
■I  fzu  JLCS  O/U.U/402-C  POSSESSION  CONTROLLD  SUBSTANCE  O  4 
dISP:  NOLLE  PROSEQUI  DISP  DATE:  10/12/2004 

CASE  NO:  200411427680  _ 

AGENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  CIRCUIT  COURT  NCIC: 

COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
2  720  ILCS  570.0/402-C  POSSESSION  CONTROLLD  SUBSTANCE  O  4 

END  OF  PAGE  002  -  MORE  DATA  WILL  FOLLOW 

HQ4.352  09.22.20 

■■^■OPR/JG  PUR/C  REQ/CBC 

sidTIHBH 

(CONTINUED  FROM  PREVIOUS  RESPONSE) 

DISP:  NOLLE  PROSEQUI  DISP  DATE:  10/12/2004 

CASE  NO:  20041 1 427680  _ 

AGENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  CIRCUIT  COURT  NCIC: 


ARREST 

DON:  G1 5664833  DATE  OF  ARREST:  12/04/2003 
NAME:  ^^^^^HlDATEOF  BIRTH:  ^^1983 

RESIDENCETBHHl^Hi^H 

CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

ARRESTING  AGENCY:  CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT  NCIC:  ILCPD0000 
AGENCY  CASE  #:  15664833  OFFICER  BADGE  #:  12241  PHOTO  AVAILABLE:  NO 
ARREST  CHARGES 

COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
1  720  ILCS  550.0/5.2-C  MAN/DEL  CANN  10  O  3 

ARREST  TYPE:  DATE  OF  OFFENSE: 

BOND  INFORMATION 

DATE  BONDED:  BOND  RECEIPT#:  BOND  AMOUNT:  BOND  DEPOSIT: 
STATES  ATTORNEY  SECTION 

FILING  DECISION:  DIRECT  FILED  WITH  COURT  DECISION  DATE:  12/0S/2003 
COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 

1  720  ILCS  550.0/5.2-C  MAN/DEL  CANN  10  O  3  _ 

AGENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  STATE’S  ATTORNEY  NCIC:  ■■■ 

COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 

1  720  ILCS  550.0/5.2-C  MAN/DEL  CANN  10  O  3 
DISP:  NOLLE  PROSEQUI  DISP  DATE:  10/26/2004 

CASE  NO:  2004CR027300  _ 

AGENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  CIRCUIT  COURT  NCIC:  BHR 
COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 

2  /^foSSWJWjS-C  MANF/DEL  CANNABIS/10-30  GRAMS  O  4 
DJSPjGUlLTY  DISPmTE:  \>I26/ 2004 
CASEfNO'  2004CR027300 

AGENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUflfY  CIRCUIT  COURT  NCIC: 

STATUS^  SENTENCE  FINj/vMOUNT  DATE 
END  OF  003  -  MOSITOATA  WILL  FOLLOW 


H04.352  09.22.20 

.0161 13A  OPR/JG  PUR/C  REQ/CBC 
CONTINUED-  FROM  PREVIOUS  -RESPONSE) 


IENTENCED  TO  18  MONTHS  PROBATION  10/26/2004 
“RREST 

TCN:  G 1 563294 1  DATE  OF  ARREST:  11/02/2003 
TAME:  DATE  OF  BIRTH:  ■■’982 

RESIDENCE: 

CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

VRRESTING  AGENCY:  CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT  NCIC:  ILCPDOOOO 
V3ENCY  CASE  #:  15632941  OFFICER  BADGE  #:  19157  PHOTO  AVAILABLE:  NO 
VRREST  CHARGES 

;OUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
ORDINANCE  O  L 

RREST  TYPE:  DATE  OF  OFFENSE: 
iOND  INFORMATION 

)ATE  BONDED:  BOND  RECEIPT#:  BOND  AMOUNT:  BOND  DEPOSIT: 
i TATES  ATTORNEY  SECTION 

ILING  DECISION:  DIRECT  FILED  WITH  COURT  DECISION  DATE:  1 1/02/2003 
lOUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 

ORDINANCE  O  L  _ 

.GENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  STATE’S  ATTORNEY  NCIC: 


CHICAGO,  It  60653 

ARRESTING  AGENCY:  CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT  NCIC:  ILCPDOOOO 
AGENCY  CASE  #:  15502424  OFFICER  BADGE  #:  12152  PHOTO  AVAILABLE:  NO 
ARREST  CHARGES 

COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 

1  720  ILCS  5.0/21-5  CRIMINL  TRESPASS  TO  STATE  LAND  O  A 
ARREST  TYPE:  DATE  OF  OFFENSE: 

COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 

2  ORDINANCE  O  L 

END  OF  PAGE  004  -  MORE  DATA  WILL  FOLLOW 


{CO! 


9.22.20 

'JG  PUR/C  REQ/CBC 
ROM  PREVIOUS  RESPONSE) 


!:|i|R 

DATE:  06/24/: 


ARREST  TYPE:  DATE  OF  OFFENSE: 

BOND  INFORMATION 

DATE  BONDED:  BOND  RECEIPT#:  BOND  AMOUNT:  BOND  DEPOSIT: 

STATES  ATTORNEY  SECTION 

FILING  DECISION:  DIRECT  FILED  WITH  COURT  DECISION  DATE:  06/24/2003 
COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 

1  720  ILCS  5,0/21-5  CRIMINL  TRESPASS  TO  STATE  LAND 

AGENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  STATE'S  ATTORNEY  NCIC:  I _ 

FILING  DECISION:  DIRECT  FILED  WITH  COURT  DECISION  DATE:  06/24/2003 
COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 

2  ORDINANCE  O  L 

AGENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  STATE'S  ATTORNEY  NCIC: 

COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

COUNT  STATUTE  CITA  HUN  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 

1  720  ILCS  5  0/21-5  CRIMINL  TRESPASS  TO  STATE  LAND  O  A 
DISP:  STRICKEN  ON  LEAVE  DISR  DATE:  07/30/2003 
CASE  NO:  200312067050 

AGENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  CIRCUIT  COURT  NCIC:  | _ 

COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 

2  UNSPECIFIED  STATUTE  O  Z 

THE  REPORTED  STATUTE  COULD  NOT  BE  DETERMINED.  PLEASE  CONTACT  THE 
APPROPRIATE  COUNTY  CIRCUIT  CLERKS  OFFICE  FOR  CLARIFICATION. 

DISP:  STRICKEN  ON  LEAVE  DISP  DATE:  07/30/2003 
CASE  NO:  200312067050 

AGENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  CIRCUIT  COURT  NCIC:  | 


ARREST 
DON: 
MAME: 


DATE  OF  ARREST:  12/28/2 
DATE  OF  BIRTH:  f 


11982 


CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

ARRESTING  AGENCY  CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 
ND  OF  PAGE  005  -  MORE  DATA  WILL  FOLLOW 


NCIC:  ILCPDOOOO 


104:352-09.22,20 

OimS^^gR/JG  PUR/C  REQ/CBC 
;dfflRUEDFROM  PREVIOUS  RESPONSE) 


GENCY  CASE  #:  15332518  OFFICER  BADGE  #:  7772  PHOTO  AVAILABLE:  YES 
vRREST  CHARGES 

IOUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
720  ILCS  550  0/4-B  POSSESS  CANNABIS  O  B 
\RREST  TYPE  DATE  OF  OFFENSE: 

IOND  INFORMATION 

>ATE  BONDED  BOND  RECEIPT#:  BOND  AMOUNT:  BOND  DEPOSIT: 

I  AILS  ATTORNEY  SECTION 

ILING  DECISION:  DIRECT  FILED  Wl  I  I  I  COURT  DECISION  DATE:  12/28/2002 
lOUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
720  ILCS  550.0/4-B  POSSESS  CANNABIS  O  B 
.GENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  STATE'S  ATTORNEY  NCIC  ESSSI 
OURT  CHARGES/OISPOSITION 

OUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
720  ILCS  550.0/4-B  POSSESS  CANNABIS  O  Z 
ISP:  BOND  FORFEITURE  DISP  DATE:  02/24/2003 
ASE  NO  200213172390 

GENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  CIRCUIT  COURT  NCIC:  | 


1010089 


COUNT  SR !U  CITATION  :ait€;'RAL.Oe3CRIPlloKl',CS*f)b! ' Afes‘  '  , 

1  720  ll.:CS  550.0M-R  posset  .'AhV.aqic  0  7  .  - 

DISP:  WARRANT  ISSUED  DISP  DAT&  02/24/2003 
CASE  NO:  200213172390 

AGENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  CIRCUIT  COURT  NCIC:  | _ 

COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
1  720  ILCS  550.0/4-B  POSSESS  CANNAS  IS  O  Z 

DISP:  WARRANT  QUASHED  DISP  DATE:  02/28/2003 
CASE  NO:  200213172390 

AGENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  CIRCUIT  COURT  NCIC:  I 
COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD 
1  720  ILCS  550.0/4-B  POSSESS  CANNABIS  O  Z 

DISP:  WITHHOLD  JUDGEMENT/SUPERVISION  DISP  DATE:  02/28/2003 
CASE  NO:  200213172390 

AGENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  CIRCUIT  COURT  NCIC: 

END  OF  PAGE  006  -  MORE  DATA  WILL  FOLLOW 


if*v  i 3  iivi'TNdi1-:,-?:;. 


H04.352  09.22.20 

LOiam^JER/JG  PUR/C  REQ/CBC 

3IO/HHH 

(CONTINUED  FROM  PREVIOUS  RESPONSE) 

STATUS  SENTENCE  FINE  AMOUNT  DATE 
SENTENCED  TO  6  MONTHS  SUPERVISION  02/28/2003 


ARREST 


DCN: 


OF  ARREST:  07/1 9/2j 


1982 


CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

ARRESTING  AGENCY:  CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT  NCIC:  ILCPD0000 
AGENCY  CASE#:  15184675  OFFICER  BADGE  #:  12034  PHOTO  AVAILABLE:  NO 
ARREST  CHARGES 

COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 

1  625  ILCS  5.0/6-101  NO  DRIVERS  LICENSE/PERMIT  O  A 
ARREST  TYPE:  DATE  OF  OFFENSE: 

COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 

2  625  ILCS  5.0/1 1-401-A  LEAVE  SCENE  ACC  DEATH  INJURY  O  A 
ARREST  TYPE:  DATE  OF  OFFENSE: 

COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 

3  720  ILCS  550.0/4-A  POSSESS  CANNABIS  O  C 
ARREST  TYPE:  DATE  OF  OFFENSE: 

COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 

4  625  ILCS  5.0/3-707  INSURANCE-OPERATE  UNINSURED  O  U 
ARREST  TYPE:  DATE  OF  OFFENSE: 

COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 

5  ORDINANCE  O  L 

ARREST  TYPE:  DATE  OF  OFFENSE. 

30ND  INFORMATION 

DATE  BONDED:  BOND  RECEIPT#:  BOND  AMOUNT:  BOND  DEPOSIT: 

STATES  ATTORNEY  SECTION 

-ILING  DECISION:  DIRECT  FILED  WITH  COURT  DECISION  DATE:  07/20/2002 
COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 

I  625  ILCS  5.0/6-101  NO  DRIVERS  LICENSE/PERMIT  O  A _ 

TID  OPRA©e-OOr^MORETIATA  WILL"FOLUOW 


104.352  09.22.20 

01^3^D|R/JG  PUR/C  REQ/CBC 
CO^^^^^ROM  PREVIOUS  RESPONSE) 


GENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  STATE’S  ATTORNEY  NCIC:  | _ 

:ILING  DECISION:  DIRECT  FILED  WITH  COURT  DECISION  DATE:  07/20/2002 
^OUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
!  625  ILCS  5.0/1 1-401-A  LEAVE  SCENE  ACC  DEATH  INJUF 

\GENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  STATE’S  ATTORNEY  NCIC: _ 

ILING  DECISION:  DIRECT  FILED  WITH  COURT  DECISION  DATE:  07/20/2002 
XJUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
■  720  ILCS  550.0/4-A  POSSESS  CANNABIS  O  C 

\GENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  STATE'S  ATTORNEY  NCIC:  | _ 

ILING  DECISION:  DIRECT  FILED  WITH  COURT  DECISION  DATE:  07/20/2002 
;OUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
625  ILCS  5  0/3-707  INSURANCE-OPERATE  UNINSURED. 

GENCY  NAME-  COOK  COUNTY  STATE’S  ATTORNEY  NCIC: _ 

ILING  DECISION:  DIRECT  FILED  WITH  COURT  DECISION  DATE:  07/20/2002 
:OUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
ORDINANCE  O  L 


010090 


,  AGENCY- NA.WS:  YSiAVt'S  ATI  oKNb^  fi'ctlE JL6A6&I3A 

COURT  CHAWiES/DISPOSlTlON  ’  >V;'' 

ouuNi  aiHiuit  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
1  720  tLCS  550.0/4-A  POSSESS  CANNABIS  O  Z 

DISP:  NOLLE  PROSEQUI  DISP  DATE:  03/24/2003 
CASE  NO:  2002-12592820 

AGENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  CIRCUIT  COURT  NCIC:  I 
COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CS7 
1  720  ILCS  550.0/4-A  POSSESS  CANNABIS  O  Z 

DISP:  BOND  FORFEITURE  DISP  DATE:  09/25/2003 
CASE  NO:  200212592820  . 

AGENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  CIRCUIT  COURT  NCIC:  | 

END  OF  PAGE  0D8  -  MORE  DATA  WILL  FOLLOW 


'!  vv 


9.22.20 

JG  PUR/C  REQ/CBC 


3ID< _ 

(CONTINUED  FROM  PREVIOUS  RESPONSE) 


COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
1  720  ILCS  550.0/4-A  POSSESS  CANNABIS  O  Z 

DISP:  WARRANT  ISSUED  DISP  DATE:  09/25/2003 
CASE  NO:  200212592820 

AGENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  CIRCUIT  COURT  NCIC: 


OF  ARREST:  06/17/200^ 

^LMTEHi^JIRTH:  82 

CHICAGO.  IL  60653 

ARRESTING  AGENCY:  CHICAGO  POLICE  OEPAR I MENT  NCIC:  ILCPD0000 
AGENCY  CASE  tt:  14816997  OFFICER  BADGE  #:  4334  PHOTO  AVAILABLE:  YES 
ARREST  CHARGES 

COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
1  ORDINANCE  O  L 

ARREST  TYPE:  DA  I  E  OF  OFFENSE: 

BOND  INFORMATION 

DATE  BONDED:  BOND  RECEIPT#:  BOND  AMOUNT:  BOND  DEPOSIT: 
STATES  ATTORNEY  SECTION 

rILING  DECISION:  DIRECT  FILED  WITH  COURT  DECISION  DATE:  06/17/2001 
SOUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
I  ORDINANCE  O  L 

\GENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  STA  I  E'S  A1  TORNEY  NCIC:  ■ 


VRREST 

)CN:  OF  ARREST:  04/27/200^ 

IAMH  DATE  OF  flIRTH:  ^^1982 

^^^^^CHlcAGOjRo65^^™ 

ARRESTING  AGENCY:  CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT  NCIC:  ILCPDOOOO 
iGENCY  CASE  14771167  OFFICER  BADGE  #:  1 8866  PHOTO  AVAILABLE:  NO 
.RREST  CHARGES 

:OUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
YD  OF  PAGE  009  -  MORE  DATA  WILL  FOLLOW 


)4.352  09.22.20 

U^!^OPR/jg  PUR/C  REQ/CBC 
OnTTnUEDFROM  PREVIOUS  RESPONSE) 


ARREST 

DCN 
NAME: 


720  ILCS  570.0/402-C  POSSESSION  CONTROLLD  SUBSTANCE  O  4 
RREST  TYPE:  DATE  OF  OFFENSE: 

DND  INFORMATION 

QTE  BONDED  BOND  RECEIPT//  BOND  AMOUNT  BOND  DEPOSIT 
tATES  A I  TORNEY  SECTION 

LING  DECISION  DIRECT  FILED  WITH  COURT  DECISION  DATE.  04/27/2001 
HUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
?20  ILCS  570  0/402-C  POSSESSION  CONTROLLD  4 

3FNCY  NAME  COOK  COUNTY  STATE'S  ATTORNEY  NCIC: 

)URT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

)UNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
720  ILCS  570.0/402  ATTEMPT  POSSESSION  CONTROLLED  SUB  A  2 
SP:  NOLLE  PROSEQUI  DISP  DATE:  05/23/2001 
'SE  NO:  200111241380 

IENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNTY  CIRCUIT  COURT  NCIC: 


:REST 


l^N:^M^S64Sa-!.a^rifbF.*ARBf!STr.'0^-t/2iW1  ’  '• 

NAME:  MOOR?'  HI  ftFM  i  r»/>TcV*c«im:i:i-  , *  . 

RESIDENCE:  527  E  BROWNING  AV 
CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

ARRESTING  AGENCY:  CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT  NCIC:  ILCPD0000 
AGENCY  CASE  it  14736453  OFFICER  BADGE  it:  1 3805  PHOTO  AVAILABLE:  YE 
ARREST  CHARGES 

COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
1  ORDINANCE  O  L 

ARREST  TYPE:  DATE  OF  OFFENSE: 

BOND  INFORMATION 

DATE  BONDED,  BOND  RECEIPT#:  BOND  AMOUNT:  BOND  DEPOSIT: 
STATES  ATTORNEY  SECTION 

FILING  DECISION:  DIRECT  FILED  WITH  COURT  DECISION  DATE:  03/21/2001 
COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
1  ORDINANCE  O  L 

END  OF  PAGE  010  -  MORE  DATA  WILL  FOLLOW 
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H04.352  09.22.20 

IL01£m^3gR/JG  PUR/C  REQ/CBC 

sioflHI 

(CONTINUED  FROM  PREVIOUS  RESPONSE) 

AGENCY  NAME.  COOK  COUNTY  STATE'S  ATTORNEY  NCIC: 

COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

COUNT  STATUTE  CITATION  LITERAL  DESCRIPTION  CSAOD  CLASS 
1  ORDINANCE  O  L 

DISP:  K|_'?N-PIIIT  Q*6P  DATE:  05/03/2001 
CASE  NO:  200112074760 

AGENCY  NAME:  COOK  COUNT  Y  CIRCUIT  COURT  NCIC:  ■rrSDf 
======END  OF  RECORD====== 

STATE  USE  ONLY 

END  OF  PAGE  011  ~  END  OF  RECORD 
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i  Hio  mm  i  t-NS  t  ft  I  fc  IDENTIFICATION  INDEX  RESPONSE  IS  THE  RESULT  OF  YOUR 
RECORD  REQUEST  FOR  FBI/732288RB1.  THE  FOLLOWING  WILL  RESPOND  TO  YOUR 
AGENCY;  ,, 

FBI  -  FBI/732288RB1 
END 
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CK2  fiftsSSlfe*?#  1 7'04‘  wvfsIWfoo 

ii  nimiu 

HDR/2L01CK2PD 
ATN/CBC 

CRIMINAL  HISTORY  RECORD  *********************** 
Data  As  Of  2004-12-17 

INTRODUCTION  . . . . 


>  M-  V£  - 


This  rap  sheet  was  produced  in  response  to  the  following  request: 


FBI  Number 
Request  Id 
Purpose  Code 
Attention 


732288RB1 

11349 

C 

CBC 


The  information  in  this  rap  sheet  is  subject  to  the  following  caveats: 

This  record  is  based  only  on  the  FBI  number  in  your  request-732288RB1 . 
Because  additions  or  deletions  may  be  made  at  any  time,  a  new  copy 
should  be  requested  when  needed  for  subsequent  use.  {US;  2004-12'- 17) 
All  arrest  entries  contained  in  this  FBI  record  are  based  on 
fingerprint  comparisons  and  pertain  to  the  same  individual.  (US; 
2004-12-17) 

The  use  of  this  record  Is  regulated  by  law.  It  is  provided  for  official 
use  only  and  may  be  used  only  for  the  purpose  requested.  (US; 
2004-12-17) 

. . .  IDENTIFICATION  *************************** 


Subject  Name(s) 


■L 

■ 

Subject  Description 

*BI  Number 
'32288RB1 

Number 


'ex  Race 

/laie  Black 

leight  Weight  Date  of  Birth 

>’00"  235  Pounds  1982-— 

1983-^B 

lair  Color  Eye  Color  Fingerprint  Pal  tern — 

lack  (20QTT54^28)  Brown  (2001-04-28)  RS  WU  RS  WU  WU  LS  WU  LS  WU  LS  (Other) 
lace  of  Birth 


hoto  Images 
ype 

ither  Arresting  agency  has  photo  associated  with 

arrest  date  of  2002/12/28  (ILCPDOOOO) 


************************  CRIMINAL  HISTORY  ******************** ****** 

Cycle  001  ============== 

arliest  Event  Date  2001-04-27 


Test  Date  2001-04-27 

Test  Case  Number  14771167 

resting  Agency  POUCEDEPARTMENT  CHICAGO;  ILCPDOOOO; 
jbject’s  Name 
large  01 

Charge  Description  POSSESSION  CONTROLLD  SUBSTANCE 
Severity  Unknown 


->■>*•  '  rr  -pv.  ,  t  .1  1.  .  1  1  ''  ’L  <v- 

Earliest  Event  Date  2002-07-19 


Arrest  Date  2002-07-19 

Arrest  Case  Number  15184675 

Arresting  Agency  POLICE  DEPARTMENT  CHICAGO;  ILCPDOOOO; 
Subject's  Name  (AKA) 

Charge  01 

Charge  Description  NO  DRIVERS  LICENSE/PERMIT 
Severity  Unknown 
Charge  02 

Charge  Description  LEAVE  SCENE  ACC  DEATH  INJURY 
Severity  Unknown 
Charge  03 

Charge  Description  POSSESS  CANNABIS 
Severity  Unknown 
Charge  04 

Charge  Description  INSURANCE-OPERATE  UNINSURED 
Severity  Unknown 
Charge  05 

Charge  Description  ORDINANCE 
Severity  Unknown 

Earliest  Event  Date  2002-12-28 


Arrest  Date  2002-12-28 

Arrest  Case  Number  1 533251 8 

Arresting  Agency  POLICE  DEPARTMENT  CHICAGO;  ILCPDOOOO; 
Subjects  Name 
Charge  01 

Charge  Description  POSSESS  CANNABIS 
Severity  Unknown 


===-"=“-=="=====~==========  Cycle  004  =================== 

Earliest  Event  Dale  2003-06-24 


Vrest  Date  2003-06-24 

Vrest  Case  Number  15502424 

Arresting  Agency  POLICE  DEPARTMENT  CHICAGO;  ILCPDOOOO; 
subject's  Name 
charge  01 

Charge  Description  CRIMINL  TRESPASS  TO  STATE  LAND 
Severity  Unknown 
Charge  02 

Charge  Description  ORDINANCE 
Severity  Unknown 


:===s&s=»=3s==================  Cycle  005 

Earliest  Event  Dale  2003-12-04 


wrest  Date  2003-12-04  ! 

vrrest  Case  Number  15664j!33_  _ _ _ L_ 

uTesIingT^ertcy  FOLTCE~DEPART WENT  CHICAGO;  ILCPDOOOO; 

subject's  Name  |i 

tharge  01 

Charge  Description  MAN/DEL  CANN  10<30  GRAM/SCHOOL 
Severity  Unknown 

jNDEX  OF  AGENCIES  *•*************“*“****** 

.gency  FBI-CJIS  DIV-CLRKS8G  CLARKSBURG;  WVFBINFOO; 

laiting  Address  1000  CUSTER  HOLLOW  RD 
CLARKSBURG,  WV  26306 


gency  POLICE  DEPARTMENT  CHICAGO;  ILCPDOOOO; 

lailing  Address  351 0  S  MICHIGAN  AVE 
CHICAGO,  IL  606531020 


*  *  END  OF  RECORD 


5-'-0.  '  *  k|i  I22  v»  nay  |  « 

It  1 1  #  14  caum  tv* 


jniimi 


|.  t,  AuAi  OH  NKXNAME 

N/G 


BD1ST./SE5 

•  HaQHT 

idwtu+m 

11  iiAiR 

IJ.  HAlHSTYU 

ti  erti 

002 

5' 8" 

165 

blk 

low 

blk,.. 

«  »oo»css  or  ammi 


52Z_Ii.J0BpHHIN< 


3  (.  ROUTED  ARREST 
YI1  WO 


OTHER 

(SPECIFY) 


27.  LOCATION  CODE 

FOR  NATURE 

Of  PREMISES  - 

Jl,  BCAT  Of 

ARREST 

212 

n  OAtl:  OF  A  RMST  ; 

DAY  MONTH  YEAR  : 

11  FHOFtRTY  5W VEF/tORY  HO{¥i 

L0364203-4 

3*.  FOR  KAACQTK  ARRCST  = 

□  SUSPECT  CANNABIS 
£l  SUSPECT  CONTROLLED  SUBSTANCE  t, 

"  SO  AflRFiTEE  IftAWlPORTED 

TO  Unit  .avflCAl 


35. VEHICLE  : 
Of 

ARRESTEE  j 

i 

;  YEAR 

;  MAKE 

i; . 

model 

^tWVtnif 

<5*cVfl 

r\xT 

STAIT  UCCNif  NO.  OB  V ,i,M 

DAOT  -  -  - 

I  OKPOSmONDFVFHiCU 

UN 

rlHJ  1  "  -I-  nlT,-1j 

J6.  PERSON  IN  INVES  IffiAUVE  UNI  f  NOtlfJf  D 

UNIT  NOTIFIED 

TIME 

iJ.  DOES  AKRESYtE  HAVE  ir  YES  NANllT  or  V  D  MEMBER  NOTH  ICO  UMf 

UNATTENOC D  DCPTNUENI 

OULDRENAItfOME 
a  YES  Aj  wo 

IB  NAMf  OFASAIffL  RtV.  CHARGES  APPROVED  TIME 

□  YES  □  NO 

M,  VICTIM 
COMPLAIN- 
AWT 


NAMt 

P.O.  RIDGELL#  6997 


mil 


AGE  j  HOME  AOOROS 

I  UNIT  715B 


ZIPCOOC  1  telephone  wo 

... .  H  ¥ 


VtCYtM  INJURE  D 
n  YES  . 


IF  YES  PCKHlBC  IHIUWO 


VICTIM  K 
art 

O  TREATED  ft  RELEASED 


*  IKMWTAJLUEd 

□  ¥£*X3Pnq 


HOSPITAL  HAMC 

Vii  *:/ 


40.  REFERENCES  (CR  -  PAR  J 

41.0FFENSES 

42.  DISPOSITIONS 

40.  REFERENCES  (CM.  ^  \  41. OFFENCES 

42.  DISPOSITIONS 

H20ILCS  570/402 

1  P.C.S. 

s 

- -  '  ■  ’ 

.  . 

2 

6 

v.Af 

J 

7 

7?  .  /!Tffn 

4 

(f 

•  kIM 

t  •  <-*'  ■  +  -  ' 

S'  * 

i3.  narrative  _  (The  facts  far  profwbl'c  cause  to  arrest  AMD  to  substantiate  the  charges  Endude,  but  are  not  fimited  to,  the  following  ] 

ICIDENT#04-B-537  IN  SUMMARY  A/0*S  WERE  ON  SURVEILLANCE  WHEN  THEY  OBSERVED  THE 

[tvfm  ho. 

09883 

s  would  Save  brief 
WOULD  TAKE  US<3 . 


IVERSATION  WITH  ABOVE  OFFENDER  AJID  THES  TEKBER  HIM  PAEER  -HSei-  OFFaroER-H 
V..riACE ,  IT, lW..gt:S-RTft... JEANS, POC^.,..  .BE....11IEr  .mRlgyEP  .FROM 

AR  PLASTIC  BAG  WHICH  HE  HELD  IN  HIS  LEFT  HAND.  BELIEVING  THIS  TO  BE  NARCOTIC  TRANSACTIONS 
*-fl--^HOKR~S^VHNTJAW^/--*^--mLf-/wnB)---AS---SUBJBCT-“FfcEP  INTO  INCINISATOR  ROOM  AND  THREW  SUSPECT  ' 
SP33TCS  DOWN  TRASH  SHHQlOW  ELAtMVIKW  OF  A/0‘fflL  HE  THEN  HAN  INTO  APT  M  DIRECTLYAOgiOSSIHfM 
SH  ROOM.  P.O.  RIDGELL  WENTdIRECI'LtTV)  lHE^TRASH  SHOOT  AND  RECOVERED  PLASTIC  BAG  WHICH  WSS 
ND-  TO  CONTAIN-  (50)  emalT  KNOTTED  BAGS  WITH  WHITE  ROCK  LIKE  SUBSTANCE  SUSPECT  CRACK  COCAINE:' — 

c...??l^^§.-^l(^^L.P.FEEffi)E.R..IN„.fiUSTQDY  A^D.  RJgQOYER^&. ..4,I4P.f.ftO....!7S£!.  .FRQM...HXS....RI<SHT. ..4.EANS...P.0CKET. . 

PECT  DRUG  MONEY,  SUBRECT  READ  RIGHTS ,  WHEN  ASKED  WHY  HE  RANINTO  TRASH  ROOM  BBT  STATED"  I  THREW 
•*0C*S  DOWN -THERE  1WING  T0  6CT  IHttY,'i- ALL'  EVENTS  OCCURED “ON CHA ^  PROPERTY  AND  1,000  FT  OF 
KITTLE  SCHOOL..  ALL  ITEMS  INVENTORIED,. _  -  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 


ICHECK  CLEAR 


NO  VEHICLE 


jen.ilty  of  perjury,  that  the  facilitated  herein  arc  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  fcnowfedfle,  information  and/or  belief. 


it  signature  ■ 

6997 


IT  Aft  NO.  - 

mcr 

Arm. 

H512D 


itjrfi  o,  :  D  O.GRP  :  MTSOJOflfJ. 

m\  3  lWf- 


«,  results  or  fingerm  chcck  wa 


PCPUTY  CLERK'S  OSromAlj  SIGNATURE 


P»0«  SUMMERS? 


_ .  SIAJUtMPUttO 

AtVtlOClJF  ASSIGNED 
» OWE  J  WO  3 

□  p.o.  J[ao,  □  onffiR 


1 


iRieme  searched  by  >■  ^  jTAmMfuo. 

Wu*(4y  VfM 

urm 

g 

51, OATH  R£C£lVJ  D  •  LOCKUP-  *  ;  t|ME 

Pi  ■VVT’  /I 

%i  FERi.  fROPtWy  RJCEIPI  NO- 

r/d  ' 

SJ.  TELld^fiOflt  MO- CALLED  i 

4K&Q 

t  11  ME 

2. 

Mt/oomcts  STAR/EMPL.NO 

WAfk^  t<yj7f 

'Qw 

J? 

5S.  TIME  nHWflPfttNTCD 

M2. 

56  TIME  PHOTOGRAPHED  „ 

57.  GMf  FCD  ^ 

/$  JO 

SG.^tACtOlN  CCU.NO- 

3^3 

court  Information 


m  OFF  OEUftlD  COURT  DA n 

JIJI*X 2QQ4 

BRANCH-CALL 

38-^4.  , 

60  COURT  SGI  TO  KAKQtJE 

□  ^sxS3  no 

(I  fNITlAl  COUAJOAT 

 JtfA 

-  aimwot-CAit 

mtou  1 

&?, FINAL  CAT.  DAT* 

•RANCH  CALL 

WWO  OATE 

T|M£ 

V 

1. 

ft*.  BONO  RECUPT  M0. 

is  COURT  bqpxr  NO  7 

0413^05^ flirt 

66  NNAUUDGE  SNAM^ 

COURT  SERGEANT  COPY 


010096 


chicagopouce  i  u«™uMnu7ioN  □  s  obscenity  □  6  public  indecency  (uc.  premise)  POSSESSION  OF  CONTROLLED  SUBSTANCE  |2  j0|  2|7  |  HK_  460393 

4.ADDRE35  OF  OCCURRENCE  (NO.  -  DIR,  ■  STREET- APT.  NO-)  $-  DATE  OF  OCCURRENCE  *  TIME  6.DATER.O.  ARRIVED  -TIME  7.  BEAT/  UNIT  ASSK 

527  £•  BROWNING  ~~  .  . —  -  -  - 


5.  DATE  OF OCCURRENCE*  TIME 

6.  DATE  R.O.  ARRIVED- TIME 

7.  BEAT/ UNIT  ASSIGNED  I 

28  , JUNE |  200^  1320 

28  ,JUNE  ,  2004  , 

1310 

4512D 

B  ei  AT  OCCUR.  ED 
212 


9  TYPE  OF  LOCATION/PREMISE  WHERE  OFFENSE  OCCURRED  □  193  DRUG  STORE  Q  095  AIRPORT 'AIRCRAFT  O  121  CH  A  APARTMENT  TOOTHER  -  SPECIFY  R  ENTER  CODE 

□  240  TAVERN/UQUOR  STORE  0  166  POOL  ROOM  O  260  HOTEL/ MOTEL  O  290  RESIDENCE  □  123  CHA  PARKING  LOT/GROUNDS  [  /Zik 

O  293  RESTAURANT  □  167  BARBERSHOP  □  1 65  NEWSSTAND  n  304  STREET  0  269  PROPERTY [ 


LOCATION  C  10?  -  V 

ulllHI 


10  LICENSEE'S  NAME  (CORP  IF  APPLICABLE) 


1 1 .  BUSINESS  LICENSE  NOfSJ, 


□  3  REPORTED  OFFENSE 


12  VICTIM'S/  COMPLAINANT'S  NAME  (LAST  -  FIRST  -  M.l.) 

P-0.  RIDGELL#  6997 

18  PERSON  O  1  DISCOVERED  O  2  WITNESSED 

P.O.  SUMMERS#  19687 

□  □ 

P.O.  EDWARDS#  16280  P.O.  MOHAMMED 


19  OFFENDER’S  NAME  (OR  DESCRIBE  CLOTHING,  ETC 4 


25. 1  R./C.B.  NO. 


r 


13.  HOME  ADDRESS  (NO.  *  DIR.  -  STREET  -  APT.  NO.) 

UNIT  715B 
UNIT  715B 


16.  BUSINES5  PHONE 


#14122  UNIT  715B 


OFFENDER  IN  CUSTODY 

£1  YES  O  2  NO 


r  j  21.  NiCK  NAME/A. K.A 

j  N/G 


23  1EX  ■  RACE- AGE 


M  LfOOEi22 


26  CHARGES 

720ILCS  570/402 


Of  FENDS  ft’S NAME  (OR  DESCRIBE  CLOTHING.  ETC.) 

blk  shirt,  blue  jeans 

DATE  OF  BIRTH 


offender  in  custody? 

0  1  YES  R2NO 


R./C.B  NO 


NICKNAME/A.KA. 


CHARGES 


OFFENDER'S  NAME  (OR  DESCRIBE  CLOTHING,  ETC.) 
DAT  E  OF  BIRTH  J  \  R./c!b."nO. 


OFFENDER  IN  CUSTODY? 
O  1  YES  0  2  NO 

CHAR^ir 


NtCK  NAME  /A  X  A 


17.  TIME  AVAIL. 


HEIGHT 

5T8" 


rocks) 

use) 


WEIGHT 

165 


fACE  CODES 

1 - BLACK  ij 

2*  WHITE  Z 

3-  BLACK- HIS  PA  NIC  t't\ 

4-  WHITE-HISPANIC  jit 

5-  AMERIND. /ALASK.NVT 

6  ♦  ASIAN-PACIFIC  ISLAF  )£&$- 


30.  WEIGHT 

20grams 


EYES 

blk 

“Y 


SEX  -  RACE  -  AGE 
CODE 

I _ L- 

INV6NTORY  NO. 


HAIR 

blk 


Ico'ipT7?1 

tlV 


31  ESV 

$1,500-00 


SEX  RACE  -  AGE  |  HEIGH  V  WEIGHT  EYES  "h 

"COURT  DAtI  ™ N VEN70 ftY^NO **  fwEKJHr  ITTv" 


HEIGHT  WEIGHT  EYES 


WEIGHT 


c 


E.5.V 


■i 

CGI  tt  g 

m 

<?* 

f 

■ 


32  NO.  OF  OFFENDERS 

two 


33.  NO.  OF  ARRESTEES 

one 


34.  TYPE  OF  ARREST 
3q£NVIEW  o  warrant 


YEAR  MAKE 

1 

j  BODY  STYLE 

^  COLOR 

n 

-L  1 

35  ADDRESS  OF  ARREST 

527  E.  BROWNING 


* 

/a 

- - - * 

STATE  EXPIR.  MO  .'YE/  R  . 

1  1 


36  VEHICLE 
USED  BY 


STATE  LICENSE  NO. 


37  OTHER  VEHICLE  IDENTIFIERS 

INCIDENT//  04-B-537 

_ 

38.  VEHICLE  CONFISCATED  POUND 

Q  1  YES  □  2  NO  ( 

39.  MOTOR  VEHICLE  INVENTORY  Ni 

40  NARRATIVE  (Do  not  duplicate  or  repeat  information  •  for  explanation  or  j 

EVENT//  09883  ASSISTING  ARREST  4512b 

jcfefitionil  Information  only) 

I  P.O.  JONES//  19462  P.O.  YOUNG#  17931  4512A  P.O.  B0LT0N#15903  P.O.  GONZALEZ// 12 15 2 

.p 

1 

0 

i 

- - 

DATE  (DAY-  MO.-  YEAR)  -  TIME 

l - 1 - 1  — 1 


P.O.  RODRIGUE Z# 155 11/  IN  SUMMARY,  R/O’S  WERE  ON  SURVEILLANCE  INSIDE  ABOVE  GHA  BUILDING.  R/O’S  WATCHED  ABOVE  NAMED 


OFFENDER  CONDUCT  X  HAND  TO  AHND  TRANSACTIONSWITH  A  UNK  MALE  BLACK?.  OFFENDER 


44  NOTIFICATIONS,  IF  APPROPRIATE,  MADE  AT 


41  .FLASH  MESSAGE  SENT? 


a  yes 


42.  GANG  RELATED  -  AFFILIATION 

0  VICTIM . . 

^  OFFENDER  . .  . 


UNIT  NOTIFIED  PERSON  NOTIFIED 

1 


46  REPORTING  OFFICER'S  NAME  (PRINT) 

FLO,  SUMMERS 


STAR  NO. 

19687 


47. DATE  INVEST.  COMPLETED  -  TIME 

28  fJUNE  |  04  !  1500 


49 .  DATE  SUPV.  APPROVAL  -  Tl  ME 

l  t  1 


48.  SUPERVISOR  APPROVING  (PRINT  NAME) 


STAR  NO 

: 


50.  APPROVAL  SIGNATURE 


covered  at  the  and  of  the  narrative!  In  column  form*  Sft&w  exactly  where  found,  who  found  it  and  its  description  (enter  Property  Inventory  numbers  in  trax  293 


BAKER  GLENN  010098 


,  ,  ,  „  j  ^  - - * . •• . .  ^  *•  c  *u|ji y*i manors  or  estimate* 

inaicaiea.  me  sobriety  of  victims,  witnesses  and  offenders  is  their  apparent  condition  when  reported.  Witnesses  location  at  time  of 
ffeme  and  distance  from  scene  are  the  best  approximation  obtainable.  All  statements  of  victims,  witnesses  and  offenders  are  summarization*  unless 
therwue  indicated 

RD  NO. 

RK..- 

460393 

1  S 

ITINUAT10N  OF  NARRATIVE 

.VIS  WOULD  HAVE  BRIEF  CONVERSATION  WITH  CITIZEN  AND  THEN  RECEIVE  PAPER  USC  FROM  CITIZEN  AND  PLACE  IT  IN  HIS  RIGHT 

IANS  POCKET.  HE  THEN  WOULD  TENDER  A  SMALL  ITEM  RETRIEVED  OUT  OF  A  CLEAR  PLASTIC  BAG  THAT  HE  HAD  IN  HIS 

LEFT  HAND, 

'  - 

i  THE  CITIZEN.  R/O's  COULD  PLAINLY  SEE  NUMEROUS  SMALLER  WHITE  ITEMS  IN  THE  PLASTIC  BAG.  BELIEVING  THIS 

TO  BE  A 

m 

RCOTIC  TRANSACTION  RTO'S  RADIOED  FOR  ENFORCEMENT  UNITS  TO  ENTER  THE  BUILDING.  UPON  DOING  SO  OFFENDER:  fgggRAN 

TO  INCENIRATOR  ROOM  WITH  R/O'S  STILL  WATCHING  AS  THEY  BROKE  SURVEILLANCE. 


IXHSBHEH  THREW  PLASTIC  BAG  WITH 


SPECT  NARCOTICS  INSIDE  DOWN  INCENIRATOR  SHOOT.  HE  THEN  RAN  INTO  APT 


.  507^/0* 


S  X  POLLOWED  DIRECTLY  BEHIND  SUBJECT 


TH  PO  RIDGELL 


GOING  TCLJMSLENIRATOR 


SHOOT  AND  P.O.  SUMMERS  GOING  TO  APT  507,  ENIERING  AND  PLACING  OFFENDER  IN  CUSTODY. 


0.  RIDGELL  LOOKED  DOWN  INCINIRATOR  AND  SAW  THE  CLEAR  PLASTIC  BAG  SITTING  ON  TOP  OF  A  NIKE  SHOE  BOX.  P.O.  SUMMERS 


ME  TOs INCINIRATOR  AND  WATCHED  PLASTIC  BAG  WHILE  P.O.  RIDGELL  WENT  DOWNSTAIRS  TO  THE.  OPENING ,  AND  REACHED  IN  AND  RECO- 


*8? 


RED  THE  PLASTIC  BAG.  IT  WAS  FOUND  TO  CONTAIN  (50)  SMALL  WHITW  ROCK  LIKE  SUBTANCES  SUSPECT  CRACK  COCAINE.  SUBJECT 

-------  '  —  r  -  - 

U)  RIGHTS  AND  PLACED  IN  CUSTODY.  CUSTODIAL  SEARCH  OF  SUBJECT  REVEALED  $140.00  USC  RECOVERED  FROM  RIGHT  JEANS  POCKET 

| 

SPECT  DRUG  MONEY.  OFFENDER  IS  S  KNOWN  NARCOTICS  OFFENDER  TO  R/O'S.  WHEN  ASKED  WHY  HE  WENT  IN  TRASH  ROOM  HE  STATED"! 


■ifr 

■  * ' 


\ 


r 


IEW  THE  ROCKS  DOWN  THERE  TRYING  TO  GET  AWAY."  ALL  EVENTS  OCCURED  ON  CHA  PRBPERTY  KNOWN  AS, IDA  B.  WELLS  AND  WITHIN 


)00  FT  OB  DOOLITTLE  SCHOOL.  ALL  ITEMS  INVENTORIED. 


V: 

Y  1 

\  M 


% 

rM 


l  i  HAVf  HEAD  THIS  REPORT  |  SUPERVISOR'S  SIGNATURE 
I  AND  BY  MY  SIGNATURE  1NDI-  I  , 

I  CATE  THAT  IT  IS  ACCEPTABLE  »  . 


DATE  (OAY-MOYIU 


Ml 


3 

;  ^ 
m 


FOR  USE  BY  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATIVE  SERVICES  ONLY 


TU5  □  0  PROGRESS  □  1  SUSPENDED  □  2  UNFOUNDED 

:LRD .CLOSED  □  4CLRD.OPEN  O  5  EXCCLRD.  CLOSED 

nEEXC  CLROOPEN_ O  7  CLOSED  *  NO  NOMINAL 


IF  CA5E  IS  CLEARED,  HOW  CLEARED  (USE  THIS  BOX  FOR  SINGLE  CLEARUP  OR  FIRST  CLEARUP  OF  MULTIPLE  ClEARUP  UST)  l  Q  j  i,i 

□  1  ARREST*  □  2  DIRECTED  TO  0  3  COMPL.  REFUSED  0  4  COMMUNITY  0  5  OTHER  ,  » 

PROSECUTION  FAMILY  CPU  AT_ TO  PROSECUTE_ ADJUSTMENT_ EXCEPTIONAL  \  n  JUV- 


L  OFFENSE  CODE 
O  1  CORRECT 

REVISED  


REV.  CODE 

l L- 


REMARKS  (PERTINENT  INFORMATION  NOT  ON  ORIGINAL  REPORT) 


#  l- 


PREPARED  BY  -  SIGNATURE 


STAR  NO. 


DATE  (DAY* MO*YR.)  APPROVED  IY  *  SIGNATURE 


STAR  NO. 


DATE  (DAY  ■  MO- Y A.) 


.  “i 


&qpc>;?in 


3>0-31.BQ2C  (REV.  497) 


ORI/ILCPDOOOO 


IR  #  1276768 
SID  #  43917290 
FBI  #  312377MB2 

CMDaat^.Mjnfprmaton; 

ItefiLSUlisfc  ^^B'^ 

Age  22  years 

Place  of  Birth 

S§y# 

privg£6j.ij»nse_# 


ILLINOIS 


SsaiSuMfliig.iLM5.gs 
Key  Historical  Identifiers: 


CHICAGO  PGUCfr  DEPARTMENT 
3510  South  Michigan  Avenue/Chicago,  Illinois  60653 
Identification  Section 

CRIMINAL  HISTORY  REPORT 


Page  1  of  8 


IUU  COMPLETE 

RETURN  TRANSMITTED: 


»>  CONVICTED  «< 

MALE 


HAIRSTYLE: 

SHORT 


(INFLEXION :  DRK 


Aliases 


Criminal  Justice  Summary: 


Arrest  Name: 

Date  of  Birth:  ^^B  982 

CB  No;  01SS65813 
Officer:  RIDGELLJR 

Star  No:  6997 

Unit 


Date  used 
13-M AY-2000 
1*- MAR-2000 
21-MAR-1999 


[rJh  Used;  Social  gequrftv  Numbers  I 

982 
982 
962 


Total  CPD  Convictions:  1 


Seq.  Statute 


btal  CPD  Arrests:  20  (7  Felony,  12  Misdemeanor) 

— .  ARREST -  - 

Arrest  Date:  28-JUN-2004  Residence:  | 

Dlst  of  Detention:  DISTRICT  902  WALK  LOCKUP  CHICAGO,  DL  00653 


[lj  1  F  720 1LCS  570.0/402-A-2 

Court  Chanjes/Disposllions 


Arrert  Charges 


PCS  -  POSSESSION  -  15+GRMS  - 
COCAINE 


Charge 


% 

fN> 


ARREST - 


Date  of  Birth:  ^^■1982 

ZB  No:  ai55A4Q4i 

nnoi  udic,  A4H9cr~Awv<#  rwsiavnDo<  ^ 

Diet  of  Detention:  DISTRICT  002  MALE  LOCKUP  CHICAGO,  IL  00636 

_ _ _ ■ —  jlhfctf  CftilHIPt 

i ’iu,  uiuiun2%i 

Officer;  HARDY  (|| 

Star  No;  12095 

Jnit  006 

leg.  Statute 

fJLf  §  EJ  f  WIUT  ^  PJ 

11]  A  M  720 ILCS  5.0/17-4  DECEPTIVE  ALTER1NG/SALE  COINS 

Court  Charaes/Disoosltions 

Charge  Case# 

01  720-5/17-3A3 

Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM 

DECEPTIVE  ALTERING/SALE  C  1  20031290428  1 

DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE  27-SEP-2003  1 

NFIDENTIAL  -  Further  dissomi 
pose  for  which  It  was  Issued,  if 

[nation  or  unlawful  use  of  information  oontalnad  In  this  record  Is  forbidden.  When  this  reoord  has  served  the 
must  be  destroyed. 

JUN-2004  20:10 

Requested  by: 

■HHiOl  0099 

1R201  A  I  CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 

3510  South  Michigan  AvenueTOilcago,  Illinois  60653 
Identification  Section 


11 J03C  (REV.  «97) 


*  Number: 


- :  oi  Vo  e  a  o  1/ . 

Page  2  of  6 


CRIMINAL  HISTORY  REPORT 


1278768 


rrest  Name: 

ate  of  Birth:  HH|f082 
B  No:  015575845 

ifficen  WALKER 

tar  No:  19642 


nit:  044 

eq,  Statute 


Name: 

. . ......  . „ — -  ARREST-*- - 

Ameer  Date: :  07-SEP-2003  Resldencel 

Dist  of  Detention:  DISTRICT  002  MALE  LOCKUP  CHICAGO,  IL  60636 

__  ArresTXXftvgfsir _ _  iiM,iin  _ _ 

11]  A  M  720  I  LCS  si/21-5  CWMINAL  TRESPASS  TO  STATE 

LAND 


rrest  Name: 
ate  of  Birth:  ^^^1962 
B  No:  015266591 

fficec  DAVEY 

tar  No:  3961 

nit:  044 

aq.  Statute 


rrest  Name: 
ate  of  Birth:  ^^■>1982 
B  No:  015117493 

GONZALEZ 
12152 


[1]  B  M  720  ILCS  550,0/5-A 

Charge 


CANNABIS  -  MFG/DEL  -  LESS  THAN 
2J>  GRMS 

Court  Charg&a/Dlspositlons 


Case# 


-ARREST- 


Arrest  Date:  14-OCT-2002  Residence: 

Diet  of  Detention:  DISTRICT  002  MALE  LOCKUP  CHIC, 

_ _  _ _  Arrest  Charges 

[1]  4  F  720  ILCS  570  0/402i  PCS  -  POSSESSION  -  LB  115 

GRMS -COCAINE 


Court  Gharoes/Disposifions 


Charge 


'P\CP' 


Hicen 
tar  No: 
nfc 


eq.  Statute 


rrest  Name: 
ate  of  Birth: 
BNo; 
fficer 
tar  No: 
nit 

sq.  Statute 


015087749 


ELSTNER 

18770 

009 


MFIDENTIAL  -  Further  dissemj 
sose  for  which  It  was  issued, 


- ARREST- 

Arrest  Date:  11 -MAY-20 02  Residence:  511  E  BROWNING  AYE 

Dist  of  Detention:  DISTRICT  002  MALE  LOCKUP  |  CjltCAGO,  IL 

_  _ _  Arrest  Charts 

[lj  A  M  720  ILCS  5JW21-2  ~  VEHICLES 

Court  Chamea/Disposl  lions 

Charge  Case# 

. . — .  ARREST - - 

Arrest  Date:  10-APR-2002  Resident 

□1st  of  Detention:  DISTRICT  002  MALE  LOCKUP ; 

_ _ _  _  _ _  Arrest 

CRIMINAL 

LAND 


HI  AM  720  ILCS S.0fr13 

Court  Chames/Disposctions 


ASS  TO  STATE 


Charge 


Case# 


.nation  or  unlawful  use  of  Information  contained  in  this  record  Is  forbidden.  When  this  record  has  served  the 
it}  must  be  destroyed. 


JUN-20Q4  20:10 


Requested  by:  | 


:ftfr  TEN-PlUliFgpp'®'  ;•  .*' !;^S1(C;%.  T*24«^^^&Ri3is®9<:'- 

P9n'1  ^  CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT  A  paa^  ^  of  b 

•  3510  South  Michigan  Avenue/Chicago,  Illinois  60653 

^aBiwBr  Identification  Section  v5*£5rfCj 


■OOl.WHCtREV.W] 


IR  Number 


127$jT68 


CRIMINAL  HISTORY  REPORT 


Name: 


—ARREST - 


Arrest  Name:  Arrest  Date:  17-MAR-20Q2  Resldenoe:  HBNMUN 

Hof  Birth:  ■H1882  Dist  of  Detention:  DISTRICT  002  MALE  LOCKUP  CHICAGO,  IL 

CB  No:  015063147  . . . . . . . . . . . .  Arrest  Charges  . . . . 

Officer  ANDAVERDE  |1)  A  M  720  ILCS  S.0/12-3-A-2  BATTERY  -  MAKE  PHYSICAL 

Star  No:  10130  CONTACT 

Unit:  007  Court  Chames/Dispositions 

Seq.  Statute  Charge 


BATTERY -MAKE  PHYSICAL  C 


Mil  720-S/12-3-A-1  BATTERY  -  MAKE  PHYSICA 

Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE 


Case# 


1  20021230941 
12-APR-2002 


■ARREST - 


Arrest  Name:  HHHHHi 
Date  of  Birth:  HU 
CB  No:  015018219 

Officer  BAILEY 

Star  No:  4056 

Unit:  006 


Arrest  Date:  24-JAN-2002  Residence:  | 

Dist  of  Detention:  DISTRICT  002  MALE  LOCKUP  CHICAGO.  8. 

_  _  _ _  ^trra/Cfan^'B _ _ 

11]  A  M  720  ILCS  sTo/1 2-i-A-1  BATTERY  -  CAUSE  BODILY  HARM 


Seq.  Statute  Charge 


oi  720-5/1 2-3-A-1  BATTERY  -  CAUSE  BODILY  HA 

Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE 


Case# 


1  20021193483 
2S-FEB-2002 


VrestName: 

Jate  of  Birth:  HHH 
» No:  014741665 

Officer.  BLACKMAN 

Star  No:  17992 


ieq.  Statute 


. . . . ARREST - - 

|  Arrest  Date:  26-MAK-2001  Residence:  6500  S  WOLCOTT  AV 

Dist  of  Detention:  DISTRICT  002  MALE  LOCKUP  CHICAGO,  IL 

_ Arrcsf  Charges  ■  fl 

[1]  4  F  720  ILCS  570JV402-C  PCS  -  POSSESS^"’  ApSSmi^' 15 

GRMS  -  COCAffftV/ 


(1)  B  M  720  ILCS  550.0/4-B  CANNABIS 

Court  Chames/Disposlttons* 

Charge 


JSSESG  25-10  GRMS 


Case# 


1FIOENT1AL  -  Further  dissemination  or  unlawful  use  of  information  contained  in  this  record  is  forbidden.  When  this  record  has  served  the 
wse  for  which  it  was  issued,  It  must  be  destroyed. 


'UN-2004  20:10 


Requested  by: 


1010101 


1  720-5/21-2 

teposltloft;  BAIL  BOND  FORFI 


CRIMINAL  TRESPASS  TO  VEHI 

ITURE 


1  20011205657 
29-MAR-2001 


. « . ~ . . . ARREST - « - ~ - - 

Arrest  Date:  0WAN-2001  Residence: 

DisL  of  Detention:  DISTRICT  002  MALE  LOCKUP  CHICAGO,  IL  00636 

)i.j[iii>ujitiiiii  t  _ _ _  _ _  Arrest  Charges  * 

II]  AM  720  ILCS  5.0/21-5 CWMINAL  TRESPASS  TO  STATE 

LAND 


Charge 


Case# 


rest  Name: 

■of  Birth:  ^^■1982 
3  No:  014674528 

ficor  CADMAN 

or  No:  11314 

lit 

q.  Statute 


I  720-6.0/21-5  |  CRIMINAL  TRESPASS  70  8TAT  1  20011189809 

spos (Hon:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE  09-FEBvUOI 


FIDENTIAL  -  Further  dissemination  or  unlawful  use  of  Information  contained  In  this  record  Is  forbidden.  When  this  record  has  served  the 
>6®  for  which  ft  was  Issued,  K  must  be  destroyed. 


JN-2004  20:10 


Requested  by 


Fretf-'TeS^itlfrricfWl-  ' 


CHICAGO  PQUCt  UEPAK  I  A/lbN  l 

3510  South  Michigan  Avenue/Chicago,  Illinois  60653 
Identification  Section 

CRIMINAL  HISTORY  REPORT 


Page  4  of  8 


1  20011206316 
16-APR-2001 


Arrest  Date:  26-FEB-2001  Residence 

Diet,  of  Detention:  DISTRICT  002  MALE  LOCKUP  CHICAGO,  IL 

_ _ _  Arrtst  Charges _ _ 

[l]AM72o"  ILCS5.0/21-2  . CRIMINAL  TRESPA^TO\^ICLES 


[1]  A  625  ILCS  5.0/6-101 


DRIVER'S  LICENSE  EXPIRED  MORE 
THAN  6  MONTHS 


PI  U  625  ILCS  5.0/3-707 


INSURANCE  -  OPERATE  MTR 
VEHICLE  WITHOUT 


Charge 


CRIMINAL  TRESPASS  TO  STAT 


Tit 

tq.  Statute 


)1  720-5/21-5 

Disposition:  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE 


rrest  Name: 
ate  of  Birth: 
B  No: 
fficen 
tar  No: 


■HH1982 

014716439 

KANE 

7313 


eq.  Statute 


Charge 


Case# 


R  Number: 


1278768 


Name: 


ARREST 


VrrestName:  Arrest  Date:  11 -MAR-2001  Residence: 

)ate  of  Birth:  ^^■1982  DisL  of  Detention:  DISTRICT  002  MALE  LOCKUP  CHICAGO,  IL 

»  No:  0147Z7846  1  . . . . . . . Arrest  Charset . _ . . _ 

Jfficer:  HELSON  |1]  AM  720  ILCS  5.0/21-5  CRIMINAL  TRESPASS  TO  STATE 

Star  No:  9586  LAND 

Init  Court  Charpes/Disposilions 


010102 


*0-31  .W3C  |  REV.  WT) 


i/rii^Muu  ruLiuc  l/c^ Ak  j  lyiiciH  t 
351 0  South  Michigan  Avenue/Chicago,  Illinois  GQ653 
Identification  Section 

CRIMINAL  HISTORY  REPORT 


AGG  UNLAWFUL  USE  WEAPON/VEH  (6CTS) 

J 10  W  FILED  &  SET  FOR  ASSIGNMENT  (CRIMINAL  DIVISION) 


72D'+L$SS^0/24-1  JJ-A 
Disposition  ■  INOTCTWENT/Tf' 
Sentence: 


OOCR-25067 

10-007-2000 


Arrest  Name:  tBKKBKKm 

Date  of  Birth: 

i  mm 

CB  No: 

014652736 

Officer 

PIETRUSZKA 

010103 


/\  Page  6  .  * 


*  irtEV,  4/97) 


Ik 


IR  Number 


CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 
3510  South  Michigan  Avenue/Chicago,  Illinois  60653 
Identification  Section 


CRIMINAL  HISTORY  REPORT 


1278768 


Arrest  Name;  ^^^^jamar 
Date  of  Birth: 

CB  No:  014480009 

Oflicen  BRICE 

Star  No:  18730 


Unit  002 

Seq.  Statute 


Name:  HHHI 

.  -ARREST - 

Arrest  Date:  13-MAY-2000 


D  Arrest  Date:  13-MAY-2000  Residence! 

Dist  of  Detention:  DISTRICT  002  MALE  LOCKUP  CHICAGO.  IL  80636 

_  Arrest  Charges . .  .  _ 

[ZJ  AM  720  lLCS  5!b/12-3-A  BATTERY 


[lj  AM  720  ILCS  5.0/21 -1*1 -A 


CRIM  DAMAGE  PROP-KNOWINGLY 
DAMAGE  <300 


(1)  AM  720  ILCS  5.0/1 6-1-A-4 
Court 

Charge 


THEFT -CONTROL  OF  STOLEN 
PROPERTY  <300 


Case# 


001  720-5.0/12-3 -A 

Disposition:  STRICKEN  FRO* 

BATTERY 

1  DqCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE 

r\  1  1  20001241563 

'  t  29-JUN-2000 

002  720-5JV16-1-A4  /  THEFT  CONTROL  OPSTOl 

Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WTTH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE 

ENP  |  1  20001241563 

29-JUN-2000 

003  720-5JV21-1-1-A  /  CRIM  DAMAGE  PROP-KNOWINGL 

Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVETO  REINSTATE 

1  20001241563 
29-JUN-2000 

720  ILCS  S.0/12-3^  BATTERY 

Disposition: STRIC KEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVETO  REINSTATE 

Sentence:  f-f~'  \ 

00241563 

29-JUN-2000 

720  ILCS  5.0/15-1-A-4  THEFT  CONTROL  OF  STOLEN  PROPERTY  <300  1  00241563 

Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE  29-JUN-2000 

Sentence:  | 

720  ILCS  5.0/21-1-1-A 

Disposition: STRICKEN  FROM 
Sentence: 

CRIM  DAMAGE  PROP-KNOWINGLY  DAMAGE  <300  00241563 

DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE  29-JUN-2000 

f 

DNFIDENTIAL  -  Further  dissent  ii 
tpose  for  which  it  Was  Issued,  it 


at/on  or  unlawful  use  oT  information  contained  in  this  record  Is  forbidden.  When  this  record  has  served  the 
must  be  destroyed. 


■JUN-2004  20:10 


Requested  by; 


10104 


V - j 44<f 6 i=;rrv^ ^Tert ) PR i HT 'CP^  ■  V;-“: -'^ ^ :‘?-fl®p«;  7-«j^>(ilWPW5D0.Sa»» .^889^ 

*  I 


vSi>i-v4^  • 

IPM1J0 3C  (REV.  4/971 

[R  Number: 


1278768 


CHICAGO  tfOUCE  DEPARTMENT 
3510  South  Michigan  Avenue/Chicago.  Illinois  60653 
Identification  Section 

_  CRIMINAL  HISTORY  REPORT _ 

Name: 


t  Fag*  /  oi  6 


Arrest  Name: 

Date  of  Birth:  HMH 
CB  No:  014463B01 

Officer  RYLE 

Star  No:  11291 

Unit  021 

Seq.  Statute 


— . . - . — * .  ARREST . - . - . . . 

Arrest  Date:  23-APR-2000  Residenc©:| 

DlsL  of  Detention:  DISTRICT  021  LOCKUP  < 

Arrest  CJiatges 

11)  X If  720  ilcs  sTo/is-z  ROBBERY  ARMED  -  DA 


CHICAGO.  IL  60690 


ROBBERY  ARMED  -  DANGEROUS 
WEAPON 


Charge 


Case# 


ARREST - 


Affiist  Name: 

Date  of  Birth:  | 
CB  No: 
Officer 
Star  No: 

Unit: 

Seq.  Statute 


■■■1982 

014431473 

BLACKMAN 

17992 

002 


Arwt  Date:  14-MAR-2000 - Residence:  5600  £  WGLGOTT  AV 

DUst  of  Detention:  DISTRICT  002  MALE  LOCKUP  CHICAGO,  IL 

Anw  Cft«Tg«s 

[1]  AM  72oTlCS 5.0/28^1  GAMBLING 


Court  CharnesOspogfl  Ions 


Charge 


001  720-5.0/28-1  fe  GAMBLING 

Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROflf  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE 

Disposition:  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE 


Case# 


20001215089 

25-MAY-2000 

20-APR-2000 


CONFIDENTIAL  -  Further  dissemination  or  unlawful  use  of  Information  contained  In  this  record  is  forbidden.  Whan  this  record  has  served  the 
urpose  for  which  it  was  issued,  It  must  be  destroyed. 


010105 


^WWSWfr- 


CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 

3510  Soulh  Michigan  Avenue/Chicago.  Illinois  60653 
Identification  Section 

CRIMINAL  HISTORY  REPORT 


RR201 


Name: 


|R  Number: 


- - -  - - ARREST - - - — . 

Arrest  Date:  27-FEB-2000  Residence: 

Dist.  oT  Detention:  DISTRICT  002  MALE  LOCKUP 

Arrest  _ 

111  A  M  720  iLCS  55o7o/4  POSSESS  CANNABIS 


Arrest  Name; 
^■of  Birth: 


CHICAGO,  IL  60636 


014417305 

GREEN 

17555 

002 


1  20001213481 
2444AR-2000 


|001  720-650,0/4  POSSESS  CANNABIS 

Disposition: STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE 


■  . . . ARREST . — . .  —  . . - 

Arrest  Date:  24-NOV-1999  Residence: 

□1st.  of  Detention:  DISTRICT  002  MALE  LOCKUP  CHICAGO,  IL 

____  _ _ _ _ _  Arrest  Charges  _ _ _ _ 

[l]  1  F  7201LCS570.0/402  "  POSS- COfmOL  SU  BST-COCAt  NE 


Arrest  Name: 
Date  of  Birth: 
CB  No: 
Officer 
Star  No: 
Unit 


014348310 

GREEN 

17555 

002 


lit  Chame^Disposl! 


720 ILCS  570V402(C)  [  POSS  AMT  CON  SUB  EXCEPT(A)/(D) 

Dis posttio n:  PUEA/G U ILTY  -  FINDING  OF  GUILTY 


00CR-3671 

15-FEB-2Q00 

15-FEB-2000 


Sentence:  1410  PROBATION  18  MONTHS 


End  of  Record 


CONFIDENTIAL  -  Further  diss 
purpose  for  which  It  was  issue) 


salination  or  unlawful  use  of  information  contained  in  this  record  is  forbidden.  When  (his  record  has  served  the 
f  It  must  be  destroyed. 


Requested  by: 


010106 


**  INFORMATION  INDICTMENT  RETURN  SHEET  ** 


CASE  NO. 


04CR-17855  1278768 


DEFENDANT 


GJ-  2200 


FBI-312377MB2  Sex:  M  Race:  B  DOB:  ^^^1982 
ISB-43917290  Add:  511  E  Browning 
CB-15865813  Chicago,  IL  60653  0 

RD/AR:  HK460393  Arrest  Agy:  Cpd  Pub  Housing  So. 

Arrest  Date:  06/28/2004 

Hgt:  5' 08”  Wgt:  165  Hair:  BLK  Eyes:  BRO 

DIRECT  INDICTMENT  07/19/20 


ARRAIGNMENT 

DATE 

IP10 

08/09/2004 


04-1130559 


ASA: 

Chg: 


Chg: 


Elizabeth  Reedy  Unit:  Branch  3&S 

1  Manu/Del  Cocaine/Sch/Pub  Hs/Pk  / 

720— 570\4 07(B) (1)1  0005125383 

2  Manu/Del  Cocaine/Sch/Pub  Hs/Pk  / 

720-570\407(B) (1)1  0005125383 

3  Manue/Del  01«-15  Gr-Coc^ine/Anlg  [ 

720-570\401(C) (2^  0006096200 


'Class : 


Class: 

Class: 


010107 


ILLINOIS  STATE  POLICE 

Division  of  Forensic  Services 
Forensic  Science  Center  at  Chicago 
1941  West  Roosevelt  Road 
Chicago,  Illinois  60608-1229 
(312)  433-8000  (Voice)  *  l-(800)  255-3323  (TDD) 

Rod  R.  Blagojevich  Larry  G.  Trent 

Governor  July  13,  2004  Director 


RIDGELL  JR,  CALVIN  6997 

CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT  UNIT  715 

PUBLIC  HOUSING  UNIT  -  SOUTH 

770  EAST  38TH  STREET 

CHICAGO,  EL  60653 

Laboratory  Case  #C04-029660 
RD  #HK460393 

OFFENSE  Violation  of  Controlled  Substances  Act  i 
SUSPECT 

I 

The  following  evidence  was  received  by  the  Forensic  Science  Center  at  Chicago  on  July  1,  2004: 
Inventory#  10364203 


LAB/AGENCY 

1A 

ITEM  SUBMITTED 

5.2  grams  of  chunky  substance 
from  twenty  items 

FINDINGS 

Cocaine 

IB 

An  estimated  7.9  grams  of  chunky 
substance  from  thirty  items 

No  Analysis 

730 ILCS  5/5-9- 1.4(b)  states  that  a  criminal  laboratory  analysis  fee  of  $100  shall  be  imposed  for  persons 
adjudged  guilty  of  an  offense  in  violation  of  the  Cannabis  Control  Act  or  the  Illinois  Controlled 
Substances 


Respectfully  submitted, 


Hasnain  Hamayat 
Forensic  Scientist 


1010108 


A  :  j  \  nAtjrnFRtEin 

DAY  M0Mfl4  YtAi 

L  j  1 14  Llhb  ;  04 


V.  MAMtiLA'if-MKii  - t) 


aurv^t  nwn&T. 


rp/?-n/^(Bgy  a 


tj.HAipiTYit  ij.evei 

Short  Bro 


J  At  fAJ  <JPt  HICK W AMF 


Denied 


id.  SOCIAL  WCUflfTY  HO 


t  ^ridchge  AUDKCtt 


JLOPUYfRUICCldtHO 


|  Unemployed 


27-  LOCATION  CODE 
FOR  NATURE 

OF  PREMISE^  £  3 


frY  (HAT  TIME 

264A  203 


£S  T.  HUE  E7T  VALUE 


10452285/92 


"li  NAM?  Of  A.S  JOT tL-  AEV."  CHARGE  S  AFPROVEO 
O  YES  □  NO 


J7.DQES  AflAESTEEIIAVT 
UHA  fTfNOE  P  0  rPENOtll  I 
CHUnRfNArDpMt 


HOME  ADDRESS 

5101  S.  Wentworth 


60609 


42-  DISPOSITIONS 


4Z  DISPOSITIONS 


720  ILG'S  570/402  P.C.S 


/  *3.  narrative  fThe  facta  for  probable  caul*  to  arrest  AMt>  to  substantiate  the  charges  include,  but  are  not  limited  to,  the  following:) 


mis  ..is  AN  ARREST  BY  002  DISTRICT.  ..TACT  ...UNI  IS...  BTS  .2(xAA..*Ce,...THK.  ABOVE  SUBJECT. 


HAS  OBSERVED  DURING  A  NARCOTICS  INVESTIGATION  HOLDING  A  CLEAR  PLASTIC  BAG  SITU  SUSPECT  NAR- 


iMOty-itatf 

itTCODE  . 

Chao*  11- 

60653 

. .  GOT  ICS  THE  '  SUB  J  ECT '  ASKED  "  A/  0  "  * 1  HO  W '  MAST  '  YOU  'NEED* ' .  A/0'  AT  "THIS  TIME  "ANNOUNCE  HIS  OFFICE  AND 


R£CO.VER..THESUSEECT.NARCO.TICS.FROM..OS.HaHDECTSHAND..-A/OFOUNDTHEBAGTOCONTAIN(59EIP- 
LOCK  BAGGIES  WITH  WHITE  POWDER  SUSPECT  HEROIN.  THE  SUBJECT  WAS  PLACED  IN  CUSTODY  AND  A^CUS- 


"TODTAL  SEARCH  PERFOKMEDI  THAT’  SEfiKCH' REVEALED  "4  CLEAR.’  PLASTIC  BAG  WITH  (13)  KNOTTED  BAGS 


.WIXH  .A.  R.Q.CK...-LIKE  .SnBSTANCE...SUSPEeT.  .CRACK  ..COCAINE  .  IN  HIS  FRONT  RIGHT  PANTS  POCKET.  IT  ALSO 


REVEAEDD  A  BUNDLE  OF  U.S.C.  TOTALING  $210.00.  All  THESE  EVENTS  OCCURRED  WITHIN  THE  CHA  COM¬ 


PLEX ida  b:  "weles  and  within  iooo  ft:  of"  woLirn^E  ELKMRNtM  school; 


M/1/34 


ALSO  ARRESTED 


Gang  affiliation:  GD 

^ «  b  >  d  ccl  T i  kT iff  I  rrr:  .uikJ- -•  Iit’n.l'.y  of  pcf|i”y.  tlTaTT 


fact!  Uattfd  herein  are  accurate  to  the  total  of  my  knowledge.  Information  and/or  belief. 


□  OTHER 


w  ■OQKWGOmi 


STAR/EMPL  HO  UNIT 


OFF  DESiRTD  COURT  DATE  ;  RMNt  I  l-CAU 

12  JAN  05  _ I  48-2 

H  »OHOfO-DAU  j  It M£ 


60 COURfiOT  IOHAHDLL 
□  YES  1X1^0 


■JLAHI.H  CALL 


COURT  SERGEANT  COPY 


;  OH**} '4*1 


CHICAGO  POUCE  1  0  «  PROSTTTUTlON  □  5  OBSCENITY  □  6  PUBLIC  INDECENCY  (UCFREMIS^  POSSESSION  OF  CONTROLLED  SUBSTANCE  |  2  |0  j2  | 

l£L 

HK.  812812 

4.  ADDRESS  OF  OCCURRENCE  (NO .  -  01 R.  -  STREET  -  APT.  NO.) 

S.  DATE  OF  OCCURRENCE- TIME 

16  |  DEC  ,  04  2030 

•:  DATE  RO.  ARRIVED -TIME 

16  , DEC  ,  04 

1  2030 

J.  1  EAT/ UNIT  ASSIGNED 

264a 

B.  BEAT  OCCURRED 

212 

□  240TAVERN/UOUOR  STORE 
□  293  RESTAURANT 


□  166  POOL  ROOM 


□  167  BARBER  SHOP 


Q  193  DRUGSTORE 

□  260  HOTEL/MOTEL 


□  16$  NEWSSTAND 


□  095  AIRPORT /AIRCRAFT 

□  290  RESIDENCE 
n  304  STREET 


□  121 CHA  APARTMENT 

O  123  CHA  PARKING  LOT/GROUNDS 
□  JS*  PARK  PROPERTY 


□  OTHER  •  SPECIFY  A  ENTER  CODE 

CHA  HALLWAY 


LOCATION  CODE 

l1.2 12 1 


10.  LICENSEE'S  NAME  (CORP.  IP  APPLICABLE) 

DtSA 


1 1 ,  BUSINESS  LICENSE  NO£S). 


1 J.  VICTIM'S/  COMPLAINANTS  NAME  (LAST  -  FIRST  -  M  l.) 

STATE  OF  IL./P.O.  J0NES#19462 

13.  HOME  ADDRESS  (NO.  -  DIR.  -  STREET  •  APT.  NO.) 

002  DISTRICT 

14, SEX*  RACE- AGE 
CODE 

1  l 

IS.  HOME  PHONE 

(312)  747 

16.  RUS!  NESS  PHONE 

-8366 

17.  TIME  AVAIL. 

ANY 

RACE  CODES 

1-  BLACK 

2 - WHITE 

3  -  BLACK-HISPANIC 

4  -  WHITE-HISPANIC 

5  •  AMER.IND./ALASK.  NAT. 

6  •  ASIAN /PACIFIC  ISLANDER 

18.  PERSON  □  1  DISCOVERED  H  2  WITNESSED  □  3  REPORTS)  OFFENSE 

P.O.  SMITH# 11737  P.O.  LEANO#430: 

|  11  11 

II 

It 

n 

77  *  ■  0 

P.O.  NICHOLS#12415 

11  11 

11 

11 

ii 

1 9.  OFFENDER'S  NAME  (OR  DESCRIBE  CLOTHING.  ETC.)  1 20-  OFFENDER  IN  CUS1 

H  £  1  YES 

'OOVj  21.  NICKNAME /A,  K  A. 

2  NO 

22, HOME  ADDRESS 

23,  SEX  *  RACE  -  AGE 

3 

i  1  a 

WEIGHT 

130 

£Y£5  1  HAJR  j  COMPL 

BRN  I  BuJdARK 

25J.R7CJ.NO, 


126.  CHARGES 

720  ILCS  570/402 


27.  COURT  BRANCH  •  CALI  I  2B.  COURT  DATE  I  29.  INVENTORY  t*}. 

48-2  12  JAN  05  10452285/  92 


[ 


w 


[Hetflrfip'fctlGHT  I 

_5-6_J  _160__1_BRN_  _ 

|~WBSHf*~  ~*ps.v.' 


S/EtG 


3iflft.oo 


dp. 


OFFENDER'S  NAME  (OR  DESCRIBE  CLOTHING,  ETC.) 


NICKNAME/ A.K  A. 

■ 


I.R./CJ.NO. 


OFFENDER  IN  CUSTODY? 

YES  0  2  NO 

CHARGES 

M.C»C.  10-8-515 


HOME  ADDRESS 


SEX  -  RACE  *  AGE 


HT  £YI5 


I  COURT  BRANCH  *  CALL 

34-2 


TcourtdatI  T 
1  5  JAN  05  1 


COM  PL 

BLKIDARK 


INVENTORY  NO 


SEX  -  FACE  -  AGE  I  HEIGHT  |  WEIGHT  I 

_ LJ _ L 

T 


OFFENDER'S  NAME  (OR  DESCRIBE  CLOTHING,  ETC,) 


I  OFFENOER  IN  CUSTODY?  |  NLCXNAME'A. X  A , 

□  1  YES  □  2  NO 


HOME  ADDRE5S 


HAIR  COMPL 


DATE  OF  BIRTH 


I.K./C.8.NQ, 


CHARGES 


[  COURT  BRANCH 'CALL 


COURT  DATE  INVENTORY  NO. 


WEIGHT 


32.  NO.  OF  OFFENDERS 

v  2 


36.  VEHICLE 
USED  BY 
OFFENDERS! 


33.  NO.  OF  ARRESTEES 
2 


34.  TYPE  OF  ARREST 
£QNVieV/  □  WARRANT 


35.  ADDRESS  OF  ARREST 


YEAR  MAKE 

BODY  STYLE 

COLOR 

VJ.N, 

STATE  LICENSE  NO. 

STATE 

i  i 

I 

1 

! 

1  ±  \  1 

1  1-  > 

1  1— I.  1  1  — 1 

1  1  1  1  I.  1  1 

1  1 

1  L 

37  OTHER  VEHICLE  IDENTIFIERS 


31.  VEHICLE  CONFISCATED  POUND 
□  1  YES  □  2  NO 


39,  MOTOR  VEHICLE  INVENTORY  NO. 


40.  NARRATIVE  (Do  not  dupllcat*  or  rvpaat  information  -  for  a  xp  I  unction  or  addition  ai  Information  only) 

EVENT# 167 66  ITEMS  INVENTORIED: (1) CLEAR  PLASTIC  BAG; (5)ZIPL0CK  BAGGIES  W/WHITE  POWDER  SUSPECT  HEROIN; (1) CLEAR  PLASTIC 

BAG;  (13)  KNOTTED  PLASTIC  BAGS  W/ WHITE  ROC^-LlKE  Sl’feStANCE  SUSPECT  CRACK  COCAINE;  (l)  BUNDLE  OF  iLS-C.  TOTALING  SZiU.UU 

IN  SUMMARY,  R/Os  WERE  CONDUCTING  A  NARCOTICS  INVESTIGATION  AT  THE  ABOVE  LOCATION.  AS  R/0  ENTERED  THE  BUILDING  OFF. #2 


ASKED  R/0,  "ROCKS  OR  BLOWS".  R/0  RESPONDED  "BLOWS1'  A  STREET  NAME  i'6R  HERO 

OFF#  2  THEN  DIRECTED  R/0  TO  0FF.#1  WHO  WAS  STANDING  IN  THE  HALLWAY  HOLDING 


3 


Ml.  FLASH  MESSAGE  SENT? 
□  1  YES  £2NO 


42,  GANG  RELATED  ■  AFF1UATK3N 

□  VICTIM . . . . 

□  OFFENDER . 


43.  EXTRA  COPIES  REQUIRED  (NO.  A  RECIPIENT) 
□  NORMAL  (3) 


Er  CONTINUE 
A  OTHER  SIDE 


44.  NOTIFICATIONS.  IF  APPROPRIATE,  MADE  BY 


UNIT  NOTIFIED 


PERSON  NOTIFIED 


DATE  (DAY-  MO.-  YEAR)  -  TIME 

I  1  I 


45.  REPORTING  OFFICER'S  NAME  (PRINT) 

A./V0NES 


STAR  NO. 

19462 


46.  REPORTING  OFFICER'S  NAME  (PRINT) 

E.  SMITH 


STAR  NO. 

11737 


47.  DATE  INVEST.  COMFtETED-TIME 

16  1  DEC  1  04 1 


46.  OATS  SUPV.  APPROVAL-  TIME 

J/n  iDeci<Wi2.jiTo 


4t.  SUPERVISOR  APPROVING  (PRINT  NAME)  STAR  NO. 

SGT.  WATTS  2640 


Identify  and  describe  all  property  or  prohibit  evidence  recovered  at  Lht  end  c'  the  nimtive  tn  column  form.  Show  exactly  where  found,  who  found  ft  rod  rti  description  (enter  Property  inventory  numbers  i"  box  29f, 


SO.  APPROVAL  SIGNATURE 

ind  rfi ‘description  (enter  Property  inventory  numbers  ii 


.v-~.?  -  ^riq&srr*'*-  r'>^ 

"•'•■•>-  “’'l&odiJr? 


Rod  R.  Blagojevich 

Governor 


ILLINOIS  STATE  POLICE 
Division  of  Forensic  Services 
Forensic  Science  Center  at  Chicago 
1941  West  Roosevelt  Road 
Chicago,  Illinois  60608-1229 
(312)  433-8000  (Voice)  ♦  l-(800)  255-3323  (TDD) 

Larry  G.  Trent 

January  4,  2005  Director 


ALVIN  JONES  19462 

CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT  UNIT  2 
DISTRICT  2 

5101  SOUTH  WENTWORTH 
CHICAGO,  IL  60609 

Laboratory  Case  #C04-056903 
RD#HK812812 


OFFENSE  Violation  of  Controlled  Substances  Act 

SUSPECT 


The  following  evidence  was  received  by  the  Forensic  Science  Center  at  Chioagc  on  December  22, 2004: 
Inventory#  10452285 


LAB/AGENCY 

1 


2A 


2B 


ITEM  SUBMITTED  FINDINGS 

1.01  grams  of  powder  from  five  Heroin 

plastic  bags  _ _ _ 


1.2  grams  of  chunky  substance 
from  five  plastic  bags 


Cocaine 


An  estimated  2.0  grains  of  chunky  No  Analysis 

substance  from  eight  plastic  bags 


t ,o i 


730 ILCS  5/5-9-1.4(b)  states  that  a  criminal  laboratory  analysis  fee  of  $100  shall  be  imposed  for  persons 
adjudged  guilty  of  an  offense  in  violation  of  the  Cannabis  Control  Act  or  the  Illinois  Controlled 
Substances  Act. 


Respectfully  submitted. 


|Halloran 
Forensic  Scientist 


130  lbs 


;  pf;- 1  '-»!*»(!  *2-;;  ?raHW  ‘  *  '*si»rm«»  T-sas  p  nm/nns  P^na 


^fcggo  Police  Department  om  / 


^D  lii0*3C  (REV.  7/04) 


"UCC"ZUU^t  Uii  N  UJf  *  vu  *  •  **■*  .»  a  *«  *“ 

CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 

3510  South  Michigan  Avenui/Chicago,  Illinois  60653 
Identification  Section 


I  ?  DEC  (ftCRIM^fl.  ^ ipORY  REPORT 

IUU  COMPLETE 


IR#  1246755 

£lD# 

FBI# 

(doc# 

Current  Arrest  Information: 


pate  oLBlQh; 

Pfe. 

j*tece  of  Birth: 

fVh/ntrji  1  iftans#*  A 

t? 

urtveraLic,  State: 

Sqars,  MarKs  &Ta 

iBegs: 

INS 


Data  Used 

16- OEC-2004 

17- NOV-2001 
0&MAY-2001 
2S-MAY-2000 
24-DEC-1999 
09-OCT-1999 
11-MAY-1999 
17-AUG-1998 


Not  Available 


Nor  Available 
Nat  Available 


I  Criminal  Justice  Summary;  Total  arrests:  10  (6  Felony,  1 1  Misdemeanor)  Total  convictions:  D 

[  Non  CPD  anests  repofttd  by  tfllnod  BOJ.0S  of  Juno  07,  Z QQ* 


ARREST 


;  jVmst  Name: 

'  pate  of  Birth: 

!  pCMorCB;  016036923  1 

J  Officen  JONES 

!  * 

f  ‘  Count  Class  Type  Statute 


Arrest  Date;  16-DEC-2004  Arresting  Agency:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  527  E  BROWNING  AVE  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Residence; _ 

Officer  Badge#:  19462 

,  Arres harge  Dc a c^JpJB on  . , . r.Tl  . . JpchoaJe . . 


F  JT20 ILCS ,570.0/402-0 
F  720  ILCS  570.0/402-C 


j  jxrTQatName:  IHHHH 
.  pate  of  Birth:  1981 

PCMorCB:  Q15S72295 

i  Officer:  GI6U0 

t ! 

!  J  Counj^Cjass^Tifpe^Statute^ 


Pcs  -  Possession  -  Less  Than  W  Grms  -  Heroin 
Pcs  -  Possession  -  Less  Than  15  Grms  *  Cocaine 


—  —  ARREST  —  . .  ""  1  ■  ■  — 

Arrest  Date:  13-DEC-2003  Arresting  Agency:  CPO  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  627  E  BROWNING  AVE  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Residence;  WtKM  IL  60663 

Officer  Badge#:  1S673 

. /tost  Chary* P®®fTiPS?ria. . , . .  . Jndhpale 


010112 


a  nHGf 


[■ '  '  v  '  ■  mmmmmm  rirrr  ~r  .ijWjjiiitiii  •  ~  -  -  n  nrnT"iTrii^j|g^  1 1  • 


*  ■  VPH  I  WV 


•  vi  hi  ‘rvvvv  ■ 


ft*ev  ii  «uv*r  yt-uy 

ILVdyU  r(*Ji»VvC  u^jywi  m  •  i-  •  -  - - 

[it  2  F  625 ILCS  5,0/4-103-A-l  AJdfAbetfPoss/Sell  Stolan  Vehlcte . 

[1]  A  M  720  IUCS.5,0/21-5  Criminal  Trespass  Ta  Stete  Urid . 

;  tj  AM  720  ILCS  5.0/24-1 -A- 1  Uuw  -  Weapon  -  Blackjack/Knife 


<»«>•■  »**■»*' 


ARREST 


Artist  Name: 
Qz  te  of  Plrlh: 

DON  or  CB: 

01  1  cec 


016440363 

LEVIGNE 


I  Count  ClafiR  Typo  Soruie 

f-  ,T|f  ,  .  .  .  ,  m*  +  *  ■»■"'•'•  >*  *  *•"■**#*  imf  (  i  *>  n**<  •  .V.V**,..**"*' 

f  p]  726  ILCS  6.0/1  ID-3 


Arrest  Date:  22-APR-2003  Arresting  Agency:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  627  E  BROWNING  AVE  CHICAGO,  IL  60663 _ 

Residence: 

Officer  Badge#:  14089 

....A^.HHBSSJSSfeSW . * . JESRBfe . 

Issuance  Of  Warrant 


ARREST 


Purest  Name: 
K~fe  of  Birth: 


2 


2N  Oj 
peer 

pounl  Class  Type  Statute 

■  af*.r  itatVIfMI  MlftV  >>><•••■•• 

[11  4  F  720  ILCS  BJ0/24.1.6-A-1 


it 


Arrest  Date:  23-MAR-2003  Arresting  Agency:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  $33  E  87THPL  CHICAGO.  IL  60653 
Residence: 

Officer  Badge#:  18420 

. Affft’SftfflS  ESfSWK!1. . 

Uuw  -  Weapon  -  AggA/eh.  Or  Conoealed 


l|i  . 

!jSeq.  Statute 

■  l  001  720-5/24- 1.6-A-1 

;  | disposition:  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE 

intense:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 


Change 

UUW  -  WEAPON  -  AGG7VEH. 


Class  Case# 

1  20031119501 


Disposition  Data:  17-APR-2003 
Sentence  Date: 


\  IpOURT  CHARGES/DISPOSmON ' 

statute 
430-65/2 


Sham 


Class  Case# 

1  20031119591 


sition:  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE 
'  ?AuttMMr  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 


Disposition  Date:  17- APR-2003 
Sentence  Date : 


JURT  CHARQES/DISPOSmON 
1  9&U1*  Statute  Charge 

003  6-20-040 

j  Imposition;  bail  bond  forfeiture 

1  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 


Class  Cgse# 

1  20031119591 


Disposition  Date:  17-APR-2003 
Sentence  Date: 


ARREST 


;  Ane3t  Name: 

;  Dale  of  Birth: 

JtpCNorCB:  015329652 

MALC2YNSKI 


;  Officer 


Arrest  Date;  23-DE02002  Arresting  Agency:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 
Arrest  Address;  627  E  BROWNING  AVE  CHICAGO,  IL  606S3 

Residence;  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Officer  Badge#:  6957 


-  pfiyfrt  .pJfK^Type  ^Statute . . 

[1]  A  M  510  ILCS  70,0/3.01 


.  A^.3A  St1.®  C9K  PKPilPJSll 

Animal  -  Cruelly  To  Animals 


Inchoate 


ARREST 


;  JVrasiName: 

|  Pate  of  Birth; 

;  pCN  or  015103966 

j  peer: 


Arrest  Dace: 

Arrest  Address; 

Residence:  | 

Officer  Badge#: 


1 5-JUL-2002  Arresting  Agency:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 
627  E  BROWNING  AVE  CHICAGO,  IL  60663 

15112 

»a.a  Mil  I  ...JA1JI  /nu 


HOMO 


1010113 


'■  ■  i; '<  . 


Deo*iF'£v£i4  lk;uo  hfOffl-iUii 
K^oiyu  i  vji *•  »«'-'•  ■'  “•’  ■ 


'  +5 1  £  r'46o&6r 


[Count  ^Class^T^pe  Statute . . . 

T\tfy”*T'  F  *720  ILCS  570-0/401*01 


M 


. » AS?A  SSWRflSS  crJption_ . „ . 

Pcs -  Mfg/Del  - 10-15  Qrcns  -  Heroin 


* ,  r '  *  •  v^.yj  ■'  ■  .  ■  • 

i*.UUd/Ou&  Fr^Btin 


Inchoate 


ARREST 


jrest  Name: 
De  of  Birth: 


m 

DON  or  CB; 
bilicer: 


014955438 

SMITH 


Arrest  Date;  17-NOV-2001  Arresting  Agency:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  003 
Arrest  Address:  6158  S  RHODES  AV  CHICAGO,  IL  60637 

Residence:  HHB^H1chicag0>  il  60653 

Officer  Badge#:  14288 


D 


(Jcruru  ^Clas^Ty^e  _  Statute . 

ill _ A  _  __  625  ILCS-5,0/6-101 

Ml  u 


AtimI  Charge  p£??j£itton  t 


Inchoate 


625  ILCS  5.0/3-707 


Driver'S  Licence  BrnfraJ  Mom  Than 1 6  Mojrffj* . 

Insurance  -  Operate  Mtr  Vehicle  Without 


ARREST 


Wrest  Name: 


hie  of  Birth: 


JOfctM  or  CB: 


r 

lolmcen 


r  Count  Class  Type  Stature 


014778362 

CORTESI 


Arrest  Date:  05-MAY-2001  A/Testing  Agency.  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address;  627  E  BROWNING  AV  CHICAGO,  IL  80653 
Residence:  ^^^^^■CHICAGO.  IL  60653 

Officer  Badge#:  15112 

Arresl^Ch»rg«  Description . Jpf'ljP.35? . . 


HI 


M  720  ILCS  650.0/4-A 


Cannabis  •  Possess  Less  Than  2.5  Grins 


;  JpOURT  CHARGES/P  ISPOSITION 
Sea.  Statute 

001  720-55(WhA 


Chatga 

CANNABIS  -  POSSESS  LESS  T 


Class 

1  2001 1230221 


ijbfsp&silton:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE 
i  ‘^Sentence;  NO  SENTENCE  00.0  tEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 


Disposition  Date:  22-JUN-2001 
Sentence  Date: 


ARREST 


J  Arrest  Name; 
j  Gore  of  Birth; 

IqcN  or  CB: 

.  Officer: 


014771401 

UDELL 


Arrest  Date:  27-APR-2001  Anesdng  Agency.  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  527  E  BROWNING  AV  CHICAGO.  IL  60659 

Residence:  BHBHHHHI  CHICAGO.  IL  60653 

Officer  Badge#:  21272 


Count  Class  Tree  Statute 

. . . 

[1]  C  M  720  ILCS  5.0/12-1-A 


Aswult  -  6lmp|e 


Inchoate 


f  pOURT  CHAROES/DISPOSmON 
!  LssfU  5&M& 


001 


72M/12-1-A 


A6SAULT-  SIMPLE 


Class  Cases 

1  20011229736 


Disposition;  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE 
Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  COq'yFARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 


Disposition  Dale:  21-JUN-2001 
Sentence  Date : 


ARRESHf 


j  Name: 
of  Birth: 

OH  or  CB: 
flfcer: 

I 

*1 


014541549 

UTRERAS 


Arrest  Date: 
Arrest  Address: 
Residence; 


27-JUL-2000  Arresting  Agency:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 
3800  S  VERNON  AV  CHICAGO.  IL  60553 
CHICAGO.  IL  60553 


Officer  Badge#;  19901 


ICouot  Class  Type  Statute 

f' . . . . 

[11  A  M  720  ILCS  550.0/5 


toesrt  Charge  Description . 

Delivery  Cannabis  /  10  Grams  Or  Leas 


Inchoate 


1010114 


•pot-"'":  V  8$*  i^NSS 


r*1'  •* 


Uttw  I  I  LbbH  Os,  •  bv  r  i  bin  I  bb 

V  Mtrcayu  r^uni/c  u^ui  uuviu  >*t 


OURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 
teg.  SMUia 

720 ILCS  550.0/5 


^disposition:  NOLLE  PROSEQUI 


Charge 

DELIVERY  CANNABIS/ 10  GRAMS  OR  LESS 


Disposition  Date:  21-AUG-2000 
Saetence  Date: 


Case# 

001136392 


ARREST 


p^is  of  Birth; 
UCN  or  CB; 


QCM  or 
'O  flcar: 

i 


014492501 

MARTIN 


{taunt  Class  Type  Statute 


M  720  ILCS  5.0/28-1 


Arrest  Date;  28-MAY-2000  Arresting  Agency;  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 
Arrest  Address;  527  E  BROWNING  AV  CHICAGO,  IL  80S53 
Residence;  CHICAGO,  (L  60653 

Officer  Badge#;  16614 

.  AE?A  £(W!P.  . . . J  WftSSS?. 

Gambling 


ARREST 


lArresE  Name; 
pile  of  Birth: 

PpN  or  CB: 
lOffleen 


014431462 

BLACKMAN 


Arrest  Date;  14- MAR-2000  Arresting  Agency:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 
Arrest  Address:  527  E  BROWNING  AV  CHICAGO,  IL  60663 
Residence;  CHICAGO,  IL  60663 

Officer  Badge#:  17992 


■  Count  Class  Type  Statute  Arrest  Charge  Description 


[1]  A  M  7Z0  ILCS  5.0/28-1 


OURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 
Statute 
901  720-5.0/28-1 


Gambling 


Sb&tge 

GAMBLING 


'^position:  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE 

entence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 

^position:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE 
entence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 


2000121501 C 


Disposition  Dale:  20-APR-2000 
Sentence  Date: 

Disposition  Date:  31-MAY-2000 
Sentence  Date: 


ARREST 


rreat  Name; 
eta  of  Blnh: 

CN  or  CB: 
Officer: 


014368666 

BLACKMAN 


Arrest  Date:  244? EC-1 999  Arresting  Agency;  CPC  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  527  £  BROWNING  AV  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 
Residence:  'HICAGO,  90653 

Officer  Badge#:  17992 


Count  Claes  Type  Statute  Arrest  Charge  Description  .  Inchoate 

Possess  Cannabis 


[1]  A  M  720  ILCS  550.0/4 


COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

{.Sea.  Statute 

:  001  720-550.0/4 


Charge 

POSSESS  CANNABIS 


Class  CassS 

1  19991303918 


Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE 
Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 


Disposition  Oats:  31-JAN-2000 
Sentence  Data: 


ARREST 


^st  Name:  HHKMI 

Date  of  Birth:  ^^|>1 98 

JCN  or  CB:  014310460 
fficsjr,  BROWN 


Arrest  Data:  09-QCT-1999  Arresting  Agency:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  3640  S  GILES  AV  CHICAGO,  IL  00663 

Residence:  CHICAGO,  IL  60853 

Officer  Badge#:  17514 


1010115 


I 


.Jl*C"if-4004  ut:ui 


From-tuu  t3i2745£6£7  MS?  0  C95/OOF  F-??"  • 


i>(  uyyu  ruii^c  u^uiuiivm 


fejj!Sl.^-I®!-88!M® . . -■ 

c  M  720  ILCS.  5.0/26-1 -A- 1  Disorderly  Conduct  -  Breach  Of  Peas* 


Inchoate 


»p»* 


IF 


jCfOURT  CHARGES/DISPOSmON 

[Sea,  Statute  ' 

i  f»i 


720  5.0/26-1- 


Charae 

DISORDERLY  CONDUCT 


Class  Case# 

1  18991319911 


W/spositton:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE 


'iSftjfeww.-NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 


Dispqsmn  Date:  12-NOV-1999 
Sentence  Date: 


ARREST 


A//esr  Name: 
b  ixe  of  Birth: 

bcNor  CB;  014189232 

pm&:  DAVIS 

[  Count  Class  Type  Statute 
j  II]  am  720 ILCS  6.0/21-6 


Arrest  Dale: 

Arrest  Address: 

Residence: _ 

Officer  Badge#:  19846 


1 1 -MAY-1998  Arresting  Agency.  CPD  -  DISTRICT  003 

6140  S  DREXELAV  CHICAGO,  IL  60837 
CHICAGO,  IL  80653 


. . 

Criminal  Trespass  To  State  Land 


j 'COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSmON 
jlSeo:  Statute  7PC  Change 

001  720  5-21-1 

*  \  Iteposfttorv  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE  Disposition  Dale:  07-JUL-1 999 

iBefitencv  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS  . 


Class  Case# 

1  19901244947 


ARREST 


A  Test  Name; 
jDaie  of  Birth; 

IjCN  orCB: 
Dffioen 


17-AUG-1998 


011150784 

BROWN 


:  Gaunt  Class  Type  tetu 
j  ]  [1]  4  F  PCS 


«  #  f  •*  »«*»•«  *fl 


Arrest  Date.* 

Arrest  Address: 

Residence; 

Officer  Badge#:  11293 

.. .. . 

Poseas  Controlled  Substance 


Arresting  Agency: 

CHICAGO,  IL  00000-0000 


*  |p #  I  *  t  .!■#  i 


Inchoate 


URT  GHARQES/QLSPQSITION 


17-DEC-2004  01:15 


Charge 

P0SES8  CONTROLLED  SUBSTANCE 


Case# 

08-146388 


Disposition  Oats:  1 3- JAN-1 999 
Sentence  Dab: 


***End  of  Report”* 

This  Chicago  Police  Department  !R  rap-sheet  should  not  replace  the  use  of  the  Illinois  State  Police  statewide  criminal  history  transcript,  whict 
•nay  contain  additional  criminal  history  data  and  can  be  obtained  by  performing  a  CQR1  inquiry  via  your  LEADS  terminal _ 


Requested  by: 


F«m  8362 

Currency  Transaction  Report  by  Casinos 

m  m 

(Rev.  July  1997) 

►  Use  this  revision  for  reportable  transactions  occuring  after  June  30, 1997. 

OMB  Na  1506-0005 

Otpadmvnt  ot  1h*  Fr*a&*y 
Internal  Rcwiu*  Sqvpc* 

►  Please  type  or  print. 

(Complete  at  applicable  parts— see  instructions  ) 

_ 2£ 

Personfs)  Involved  in  Transactions) 


Section  A — Person(s)  on  Whose  Behalf  Transactlonfs)  Is  Conducted  (Customer) 


1  O  MuHipIo  pereens 


1  Individuai's  last  name  or  Organization's 

(x)  EV'fT  t5 


4  first  name 

*R  OIQAL& 


IWLIt  , 

w/n 


6  Permanent  address 


a  City 

Cm  ica6q 


10  ZIP  code  ^ 

4,1  olkl'Zini  -  rzisr&l 


11  Country  0f  not  U.S.) 


7  SSN  Of  ON 


13  Method  used  *o  verify  jaentityT  *  Kf  Examined  IdemHicatton ^retfential/docuroerit  b  □  Known  customer  ♦  Information 


14  Describe  identification  credential:  a  Bf  Driver's  Ifcanse/State  1.0.  b  G  Passport  c  □  Alton  r 

_ I  LU^ovs 

15  Customer's  Account  Number 

Section  B — Individual^)  Conducting  Transaction(s)  -  If  other  than  above  (Agent) 


d  □  Other 


Y  Y  Y  Y 

_H  ;S;6;3 

c  LJ  Organization 


16  □  Mufti  pta  agents 


17  Individual's  last  name 


IS  First  name 


IS  Ml 


20  Permanent  address  (number,  street  and  apt  or  suits  r>a.) 


22  City 

23  State 

24  ZIP  code 

1 

*  -  |  :  *  -  !  i  i  i 

21  SSN 


I  i  I 


2S  Country  (if  not  U.S.) 


2f  Data  MMODYYYY 

SL  j  I  M  j  j  I 


27  Method  used  to  verily  kJamJty;  m  D  Examined  tdentificfltiDn  crariemfei/document  b  D  Known  customer  *  Information  on  We 

2S  Describe  identification  credential:  a  G  Driver's  licansa/State  I.D.  b  O  Passport  e  G  Alan  registration  d  G  Other 
»  Issued  by.  f  Number 


Part  II 


Amount  and  Type  of  Transaction^)  (Complete  all  items  that  apply.) 


M  CASH  IN:  (kt  U.S.  doUr  cqufvatwK) 

a  Purchase^  of  casino  chips,  tokens,  and 
other  gaming  instruments 

b  Deposits)  (front  money  or  safekeeping 
c  Payment^)  on  credit  (including  markers) 
d  Betfs)  of  currency 

*  Currency  received  from  wire  transfers)  out 
r  Purchased  of  casino  checkfs) 
g  Currency  exchanges) 


i  iQj  iooxo 


h  Other  (specify)  . . . . ...... 

1 _ Enter  total  amount  of  CASH  IN  transaction^? 


►  ?  iQ.roo  oo 


|  26  OfMuttfcte  trar^ctiom 


11  CASH  OUT:  (fri  Li.S.  dollar  equivalent) 

a  Redemptitsn(s)  of  casino  chips,  tokens,  and 

other  gaming  instalments  * 

b  Withdrawals)  of  deposit  (front  money  or  safekeeping) 
e  Advance^)  on  cradk  including  markers) 
d  Payment  (s)  on  betfs)  including  slot  jackpotls?) 

e  Currency  paid  from  wire  trans/arts)  In 
f  Negotiable  Instrument^  cashed  (including  checks) 
g  Currency  exchanges) 

h  Travel  and  comp*  mentary  expenses  and 
gaming  incentives 

i  Payment  for  tournament,  contest  or  other  promotions 

J  Other  (specify)  . ,, . .... 

k  Enter  total  amotnt  of  CASH  OUT  cmnsactionts?  ►  $ 


32  Date  of  transaction  MMDOYYYY 
(s—  Instructions)  0  H JZ  Q  I  H9  =  9  19 


31  Foreign  currency  used 


{Country? 


Part  III 


Casino  Reporting  Transaction(s) 


34  Casino's  trade  name 

EMPRESS  CASINO  HAMMOND  CORPORATION 


15  Casino’s  legal  name 


er  identification  number  (EIN) 


17  Address  (number,  street,  and  apt  or  suite  no.)  where  transaction  occurred 

825  EMPRESS  DRIVE 


M  Cky 

HAMMOND 

IS  State 

IN 

40  ZIP  code 

46320 

Sign  w 
HereF 

4 1  Title  of  approving  oflicifl 

(\t(l$UiMTi/ur\ 

,  nPult  - 

43  Dace  MMDOYYYY 

0  Ql  L3i3h3. 

44  Type  or  prim  preparer's 

lA<->£-A  Ts  kpAl  n 

-  /jS<C£ULZ 

45  jType  or  print  name  oLperson  to  contact 

CA^irUi  ffr  yL'irams 

46  Contact  telephone  number  .  / 

( Mill 3-7060 

6/23/97 


8362.1 


010117 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 


Plaintiffs, 


vs. 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  ah 

Defendants. 


) 

)  No.  16  C  8940 

) 

)  Judge  Andrea  ft.  Wood 

) 

) 

)  Magistrate  Judge  Sheila  M,  Finnegan 

) 

) 


DEFENDANT KALLATT MOHAMMED’S  ANSWER  TO  PLAINTIFF 

APRIL  10,  2017  INTERROGATORIES 

Defendant,  Kallatt  Mohammed,  (herein  “Defendant  Mohammed'’  or  ‘4 Defendant"), 

for  his  answers  P Interrogatory  No.  8,  states  as  follows: 

Do  any  of  the  police  reports  referenced  below  contain  false  or  iimcc  urate  statements  about 
alleged  criminal  activity?  if  yes,  please  state  with  specificity  which  portions  of  which  reports 
contain  false  or  inaccurate  statements. 


a)  CITY  KG  13-15 

b)  CITY  BG  19 

c)  CITY  BC.  21-22 

d)  CITY  BG  25-26 

e)  CITY  BG  29-30 

ANSWER:  Objection:  the  interrogatory  is  vague  as  to  the  meaning  of  ‘^^^^Jallcgcd  criminal  activity 
and  calls  for  legal  conclusions.  Subject  to  and  without  waiver  or  these  objections.  Defendant  Mohammc* 
states  that  he  is  not  aware  of  any  false  or  inaccurate  statements  in  reports  b),  c)  or  d)concuming^^^^^^| 
alleged  criminal  activity.  Regarding  documents  a)  and  e),  upon  the  advice  of  counsel.  Defendant 
Mohammed  asserts  his  rights  under  the  Fifth  Amendment  of  the  United  States  Constitution  regarding  the 
subject  matter  of  this  interrogatory, 

2.  Have  you  ever  planted  drugs  or  guns  on  a  civilian,  seen  another  police  officer  plant  drugs 
or  guns  on  a  civilian,  and/or  directed  another  police  officer  to  plant  drugs  or  guns  on  a  civilian?  If  so,  for 
each  instance,  state: 

a)  the  complete  nature  of  the  aclion(s)  that  You  and  any  other  police  officer  took; 

b)  identify  the  person  on  whom  you  planted  drugs  or  guns,  and 

c)  state  the  approximate  date,  time,  and  location  of  any  such  action(s). 

ANSWER:  Upon  the  advice  of  counsel,  Defendant  Mohammed  asserts  his  rights  under  the  Fifth 
Amendment  of  the  United  States  Constitution  regarding  the  subject  matter  of  this  iiitemogutoiy. 


1 


LOG!  I Q&im 
Attachment  '?£>_ 


_  3,  What  role,  if  any,  did  you  play  in  the  December  1 1, 2005  arrest 

m(e|.,  were  you  present  at  the  scene,  did  you  effectuate  (he  arrest,  write  a  report  relating  to  the  arrest, 

etc.)? 

ANSWER;  Upon  the  advice  of  counsel.  Defendant  Mohammed  asserts  his  rights  under  the  Fifth 
Amendment  of  the  United  States  Constitution  regarding  the  subject  matter  of  this  interrogatory. 

Respectfully  submitted, 


is!  Eric  S.  Pal  les 
Eric  S.  Palles 


Gary  Ravil  z 
Eric  S.  Palles 
Emily  Wessel  Farr 
RAV1TZ  &  PALLES,  P  C. 
203  N.  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  21 00 
Chicago,  IL  $0601 
312-558-1689 


2 


VERIFICATION 


Under  penally  of  perjury  aa  provided  by  law,  the  undersigned  verifies  that  the  answers  to  the 
foregoing  interrogatories  are  true  and  correct  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge,  information  and  belief. 

DATE:  £?  <30i7 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 

) 

Plaintiff,  ) 

)  Case  No.:  16  CV  8940 

v.  ) 

)  Honorable  Andrea  R.  Wood 
CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  Former  CHICAGO  ) 

POLICE  SERGEANT  RONALD  WATTS,  )  JURY  DEMANDED 

OFFICER  KALLATT  MOHAMMED,  ) 

SERGEANT  ALVIN  JONES,  OFFICER  ) 

ROBERT  GONZALEZ,  OFFICER  CABRALES,  ) 

LT.  MICHAEL  J.  STEVENS,  OFFICER  ) 

DOUGLAS  NICHOLS,  JR.,  OFFICER  MANUEL  ) 

S.  LEANO,  OFFICER  BRIAN  BOLTON,  ) 

OFFICER  KENNETH  YOUNG,  JR.,  OFFICER  ) 

D.  SOLTIS,  OFFICER  ELSWORTH  J.  SMITH,  ) 

JR.,  OFFICER  E.W.  GRIFFIN,  OFFICER  ) 

RODERICK  WATSON,  PHILIP  J.  CLINE,  ) 

KAREN  ROWAN,  DEBRA  KIRBY,  and  other  as  ) 

yet-unidentified  officers  of  the  Chicago  Police  ) 

Department,  ) 

) 

Defendants.  ) 

DEFENDANT.  RONALD  WATTS’.  ANSWERS  TO  PLAINTIFF 
JANUARY  23.  2017  ADDITIONAL  INTERROGATORIES  TO  DEFENDANT  RONALD 

WATTS 


NOW  COMES  Defendant,  RONALD  WATTS,  by  and  through  his  attorneys,  JOHNSON 
&  BELL,  LTD.,  and  for  his  Answer  to  Plaintiffs  Additional  Interrogatories  to  Defendant  Ronald 
Watts,  states  as  follows: 


INTERROGATORIES 

1)  Have  you  ever  solicited  a  bribe  from  ither  directly  or  through  another 

person?  If  so,  state  the  complete  nature  of  the  bribe  you  sought,  and  the  approximately  date  that  you 
solicited  the  bribe. 


tOQ*..  Mim 


ANSWER:  On  the  advice  of  Counsel,  Defendant  has  been  advised  to  assert  and  invoke, 

and  hereby  does  assert  and  invoke,  his  privilege  against  self-incrimination  and  the 
protections  guaranteed  by  the  Fifth  Amendment  of  the  United  States  Constitution. 

2)  Have  you  ever  planted  drugs  or  guns  on  a  civilian,  seen  another  police  officer 
plant  drugs  or  guns  on  a  civilian,  and/or  directed  another  police  officer  to  plant  drugs  or  guns  on 
a  civilian?  If  the  answer  is  in  the  affirmative,  for  each  occurrence,  please: 

a)  describe  action(s)  that  You  and  any  other  police  officer  took; 

b)  Identify  the  person  on  whom  drugs  or  guns  were  planted,  and 

c)  state  the  approximate  date,  time,  and  location  of  any  such  action(s). 

ANSWER:  On  the  advice  of  Counsel,  Defendant  has  been  advised  to  assert  and  invoke, 

and  hereby  does  assert  and  invoke,  his  privilege  against  self-incrimination  and  the 
protections  guaranteed  by  the  Fifth  Amendment  of  the  United  States  Constitution. 

3)  With  respect  to  the  killing  of  ^^^^^^^|(a/k/a  ^^|^^|which  occurred  on  or 
around  January  19,  2006: 

a)  Did  you  kill 

b)  Did  you  direct  or  solicit  anyone  to  kill 

c)  Did  you  participate  in  a  conspiracy  to  kill 

d)  Did  you  have  any  knowledge  of  a  plan  to  kill  ^^^^^^m^rior  to  his  death? 

ANSWER:  On  the  advice  of  Counsel,  Defendant  has  been  advised  to  assert  and  invoke, 

and  hereby  does  assert  and  invoke,  his  privilege  against  self-incrimination  and  the 
protections  guaranteed  by  the  Fifth  Amendment  of  the  United  States  Constitution. 

4)  Have  you  ever  given  false  testimony  in  a  criminal  proceeding  against 

so,  state  the  approximate  date  such  testimony  was  given  and  the  subject  matter  of  the  false  testimony, 
the  date  of  each  Complaint; 

ANSWER:  On  the  advice  of  Counsel,  Defendant  has  been  advised  to  assert  and  invoke, 

and  hereby  does  assert  and  invoke,  his  privilege  against  self-incrimination  and  the 
protections  guaranteed  by  the  Fifth  Amendment  of  the  United  States  Constitution. 
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5)  Did  you  plant  drugs  on  ^^^^^|and/or  in  his  vehicle  on  or  around  either  of  the 
following  dates:  (a)  March  23,  2005;  (b)  December  1 1,  2005? 

ANSWER:  On  the  advice  of  Counsel,  Defendant  has  been  advised  to  assert  and  invoke,  and 
hereby  does  assert  and  invoke,  his  privilege  against  self-incrimination  and  the  protections 
guaranteed  by  the  Fifth  Amendment  of  the  United  States  Constitution. 


Respectfully  submitted, 

JOHNSON  &  BELL,  LTD. 

By:  A/  Brian  P.  Gainer _ 

Brian  P.  Gainer 


Brian  P.  Gainer 
Monica  Gutowski 
Kevin  A.  Pacini 
JOHNSON  &  BELL,  LTD. 

33  West  Monroe  Street,  Suite  2700 
Chicago,  IL  60603 
Tel:  (312)  372-0770 
Fax:  (312)  372-9818 
Email:  gainerb@jbltd.com 
Email:  gutowskim@jbltd.com 
Email:  pacinik@jbltd.com 
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VERIFICATION 


The  undersigned,  being  first  duly  sworn  on  oath,  deposes  and  states  that  he  is  a  defendant 
in  the  above-captioned  matter,  and  that  he  has  read  the  foregoing  document  and  the  Answers  to 
Plaintiffs  Additional  Interrogatories  to  Defendant  Ronald  Watts  made  herein  are  true,  correct 
and  complete  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief. 


Ronald  Watts 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 


) 

)  No.  16  C  08940 

Plaintiffs,  ) 

)  Judge  Andrea  R.  Wood 

vs.  ) 

) 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al.  )  Magistrate  Judge  Sheila  M.  Finnegan 

) 

Defendants.  ) 

DEFENDANT  ALVIN  JONES’S  RESPONSE  TO  PLAINTIFF 
^^^^■FIRST  SET  OF  INTERROGATORIES 

Defendant,  Alvin  Jones  (herein  “Defendant  Jones”  or  “Defendant”),  by  and 
through  one  of  his  attorneys,  and  in  response  to  Plaintiff  ^^^^^^HFirst  Set  of 
Interrogatories,  states  as  follows: 

INTERROGATORIES 

1.  Please  identify  all  persons  who,  to  the  best  of  your  understanding,  have 
knowledge  of  facts  that  relate  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action.  This  request 
includes  but  is  not  limited  to  those  persons  listed  in  the  Defendants’  Rule  26  Initial  Disclosures. 
For  each  person  with  knowledge  responsive  to  this  interrogatory,  please  describe  with 
particularity  any  categories  of  facts  known  by  each  such  person,  including  all  categories  of  facts 
about  which  the  Person  may  be  competent  to  testify  at  trial.  If  this  Interrogatory  is  answered  by 
incorporating  Documents,  please  state  under  oath  whether  there  are  any  categories  of  facts 
known  to  any  witness  relating  to  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action  that  are  not  reflected  in  the 
documents  upon  which  you  rely;  in  the  event  you  fail  to  do  so,  Plaintiff  will  assume  the 
substance  of  the  witnesses’  testimony  is  strictly  limited  to  what  is  contained  in  such  documents. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Jones  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  the  term  “facts  that 
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relate  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action”  is  vague  and  open  to  interpretation,  to  the 
extent  the  interrogatory  seeks  information  that  is  privileged  and  beyond  his  personal  knowledge, 
and  to  the  extent  it  seeks  information  that  is  more  available  to  plaintiff.  Defendant  further  objects 
to  this  interrogatory  as  premature  given  that  formal  discovery  has  just  begun  and  Plaintiff  is 
likely  in  possession  of  many  relevant  documents  (i.e.,  his  court  pleadings,  correspondence,  and 
other  personal  records)  that  Defendant  has  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  to  obtain  and  review. 
Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  his  Rule  26 
disclosure,  Plaintiffs  Rule  26  disclosure,  the  City  of  Chicago’s  Rule  26  disclosure,  and  all 
supplemental  Rule  26  disclosures  that  will  be  made  in  the  case. 

2.  For  any  Document  requested  in  Plaintiffs  discovery  requests  which  has  been  lost, 
discarded  or  destroyed,  please  identify  each  such  document  as  completely  as  possible  and  state 
the  approximate  date  it  was  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed;  the  circumstances  and  manner  in  which 
it  was  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed,  including  the  identities  of  all  persons  involved;  the  reasons  for 
losing,  discarding,  or  destroying  the  Document;  the  identity  of  any  persons  with  knowledge  of  its 
content;  and  the  identity  of  the  last  person  known  to  have  seen  it.  In  answering  this  Interrogatory, 
please  list  all  steps  taken  to  discover  documents  that  have  been  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed,  and 
the  names  of  the  individuals  who  took  those  steps. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Jones  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  vague,  unduly 
burdensome,  and  disproportionate  to  the  needs  of  the  case.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections,  Defendant  Smith  is  presently  unaware  of  any  relevant  document  that  has  been  “lost, 
discarded,  or  destroyed.”  Investigation  continues. 

3.  For  any  Affirmative  Defenses  You  have  pled  in  this  matter,  please  describe  the 
entire  factual  basis  or  bases  supporting  those  defenses.  The  information  sought  by  this 
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Interrogatory  is  not  a  mere  recitation  of  the  statutory  sections  invoked.  Plaintiff  requests  that  you 
provide  a  detailed  description  of  every  fact  and  legal  basis  on  which  any  defense,  such  as 
immunity,  for  example,  is  asserted  so  that  Plaintiff  may  have  the  opportunity  to  investigate  by 
way  of  additional  discovery  requests.  For  instance,  if  there  is  any  physical,  documentary,  or 
testimonial  evidence  which  supports  any  such  defense,  please  identify  it  specifically. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Jones  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  premature  because  it  is 
propounded  before  he  has  had  the  benefit  of  discovery.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this 
objection,  Defendant  refers  plaintiff  to  his  response  to  interrogatory  number  8,  which  is  hereby 
incorporated  herein  as  if  fully  restated  as  responsive  to  this  interrogatory. 

4.  Please  identify  all  Complaints  that  have  ever  been  made  against  any  of  Police 
Officer  Defendants  relating  to  their  roles  as  law  enforcement  officials  (including  Plaintiffs’ 
Complaint  or  any  Complaints  which  presently  remain  pending),  including  but  not  limited  to  any 
and  all  internal  affairs,  COPA,  IPRA,  OPS,  intra-  or  inter-departmental,  and  citizen  complaints 
alleging  dishonest  behavior,  lying  under  oath,  witness  manipulation,  improper  behavior  during 
interrogations  or  interviews,  use  of  improperly  suggestive,  coercive,  or  torturous  methods  on 
suspects,  arrestees,  or  witnesses,  use  of  excessive  force,  false  arrest,  malicious  prosecution, 
fabrication  or  planting  of  evidence,  concealment  of  evidence,  and  lawsuits  or  administrative 
complaints  filed  in  state  or  federal  courts  or  agencies  alleging  police  misconduct.  A  complete 
answer  to  this  Interrogatory  will  include,  but  is  not  limited  to,  the  following  information: 

(1)  the  date  of  each  Complaint; 

(2)  a  detailed  description  of  the  nature  of  each  Complaint; 

(3)  an  identifying  number  of  each  Complaint;  and, 

(4)  how  each  Complaint  was  resolved,  including  any  discipline  imposed 


3 


in  connection  with  each  Complaint. 

If  you  do  not  possess  an  identifying  number  of  a  particular  Complaint,  please  investigate 
and  obtain  it. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Jones  objects  to  this  interrogatory  to  the  extent  it  seeks 
information  that  is  not  relevant  to  any  claims  or  defenses  in  this  case  and  is  therefore  not 
proportional  to  the  needs  of  this  case.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  seeking 
information  beyond  Defendant's  personal  knowledge  and  present  recollection.  Defendant  further 
objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  is  overbroad  in  the  scope  of  the  subject  matter  and  time. 
Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections,  Defendant  understands  that  the  City  of  Chicago 
will  be  producing  a  Chicago  Police  Department  Complaint  History  printout  that  may  have 
information  responsive  to  this  interrogatory  and  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  those  documents  as 
his  answer  to  this  interrogatory. 

Answering  further.  Defendant  Jones  states  that  the  electronic  docket  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Illinois  indicates  that  he  was  a  defendant  in  a  case  styled  1 :04-cv-07265  Brown  v. 
Chgo,  Cty  of  PD,  et  al;  1 :09-cv-04298  City  of  Chicago  et  al;  1 :06-cv-05925 

Adduci  et  al  v.  City  of  Chicago  et  al  (Plaintiff);  l:97-cv-06451  McCarven  v.  Jones;  1:01 -cv- 
03228  Williams,  et  al  v.  Brown,  et  al.  l:03-cv-08291  Sims  v.  Unknown  Ofc,  et  al.  Investigation 
continues. 

5.  Have  You  had  any  Communication  regarding  ^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^|and/or  any 
allegations  of  misconduct  by  Defendant  Watts  with  any  agent  of  any  other  law  enforcement 
agency  (e.g..  Cook  County  Sheriffs  Office,  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office,  FBI, 
DEA,  DOJ,  etc.)?  If  so,  for  each  such  Communication  please: 

(a)  state  with  particularity  the  substance  of  the  Communication; 
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(b)  Identify  every  other  Person  involved  in  the  Communication;  and, 

(c)  provide  the  approximate  date,  time,  and  method  (e.g.,  written,  oral,  etc.)  of 
the  Communication. 

If  you  intend  to  answer  by  reference  to  Documents,  please  state  under  oath  that  the 
documents  contain  all  of  the  information  responsive  to  this  Interrogatory,  and  provide  the 
relevant  Bates  Numbers. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Jones  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  unduly  burdensome  and 
because  it  calls  for  a  narrative  response  that  is  better  suited  for  a  deposition.  Subject  to  and 
without  waiving  these  objections,  Defendant  Jones  states  that  to  the  best  of  his  recollection  in 
February  of  2012  or  2013  two  FBI  agents  came  to  his  house  one  day  in  the  morning.  The 
meeting  lasted  about  45  minutes.  During  that  meeting,  Mr.  Jones  was  questioned  about  his 
relationship  with  Defendants  Watts  and  Mohammed  and  whether  he  ever  witnessed  them  engage 
in  any  illegal  activity.  Mr.  Jones  denied  ever  witnessing  Defendants  Watts  or  Mohammed 
engage  in  any  illegal  activity.  Mr.  Jones  was  asked  whether  a  remembered  the  subject  of  a 
phone  call  he  had  with  Defendant  Watts  and  was  questioned  about  a  search  warrant.  Mr.  Jones 
was  also  asked  whether  he  ever  borrowed  money  from  Defendants  Watts  and/or  Mohammed  and 
if  he  knew  anything  about  ghost  payroll  allegations  against  Defendants  Watts  and  Mohammed. 
Mr.  Jones  did  not  know  anything  about  these  ghost  payroll  allegations.  Mr.  Jones  recalls  telling 
the  FBI  that  he  did  borrow  money  from  Defendant  Watts  at  some  point  in  time.  Mr.  Jones  also 
contacted  the  FBI  agent  from  the  first  meeting,  via  phone,  twice  after  the  initial  meeting.  The 
first  call  was  later  that  same  day,  in  which  Defendant  Jones  recalled  that  the  phone  call  he  had 
been  questioned  about  earlier  pertained  to  lottery  numbers  or  something  to  that  effect.  The  other 
call  was  several  weeks  later  and  Defendant  Jones  was  able  to  provide  additional  details  as  to  the 


5 


dollar  amounts  involved  in  the  search  warrant  that  had  come  up  in  the  meeting  after  he  had  the 
opportunity  to  refresh  his  recollection  with  reports. 

6.  Please  identify  any  and  all  criminal  convictions  of  any  party  or  witness  with 
knowledge  relating  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  of  this  action.  For  each  such  responsive 
conviction,  identify: 

(a)  the  person  who  has  been  convicted  and  the  nature  of  the  conviction  and 

(b)  the  complete  factual  basis  as  to  why  the  conviction  qualifies  as  admissible 
under  FRE  609. 

Please  be  advised  that  Your  duty  to  supplement  Your  answer  to  this  Interrogatory 
remains  ongoing  as  discovery  progresses,  and  that  Plaintiff  intends  to  move  in  limine  to  bar  any 
references  to  convictions  not  identified  in  the  manner  requested, 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Jones  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  seeks  disclosure  of 
impeachment  information  beyond  that  which  is  required  by  the  Federal  Rules  of  Civil  Procedure 
and  the  Federal  Rules  of  Evidence.  Defendant  further  objects  to  the  extent  that  this  information  is 
more  available  to  Plaintiff  than  Defendant.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections, 
Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  the  Chicago  Police  Department  Criminal  History  reports  for 
Plaintiffs  and  any  witnesses  in  this  case.  Investigation  continues. 

7.  Identify  every  Person  who  participated  in  any  way  in  the  ^^^|lnvestigations. 
For  each  Person  listed,  please  provide  the  dates  of  the  Person’s  involvement  in  the  investigation 
and  describe  the  tasks  and/or  other  duties  that  he  or  she  performed.  If  you  answer  this 
Interrogatory  by  referring  to  Documents,  please  affirm  under  oath  that  the  sum  total  of  your 
knowledge  of  Persons  who  participated  in  those  activities  is  contained  in  the  Documents  that  you 
reference. 
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RESPONSE:  Defendant  Jones  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  the  terms 
investigation”  and  “who  participated  in  any  way”  are  vague  and  open  to  interpretation,  to  the 
extent  that  it  overbroad,  to  the  extent  the  interrogatory  seeks  information  beyond  his  personal 
knowledge,  and  to  the  extent  it  seeks  information  that  is  more  available  to  plaintiff.  Defendant 
further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  Plaintiff  is  likely  in  possession  of  many  relevant 
documents  (i.e.,  his  court  pleadings,  correspondence,  and  other  personal  records)  that  Defendant 
has  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  to  obtain  and  review.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  his  Rule  26  disclosure,  Plaintiffs  Rule  26  disclosure,  the 
City  of  Chicago’s  Rule  26  disclosure,  and  all  supplemental  Rule  26  disclosures  that  will  be  made 
in  the  case. 

8.  Do  you  contend  that  Plaintiffs  ^^^^^|and/or  ^^^^^^^|committed  any 
illegal  act  relating  to  the  incidents  in  Plaintiffs’  Complaint?  If  so,  please  describe  each  alleged 
illegal  act  that  You  contend  was  committed  by  ^^Band/or  ^^^Jprovide  the  complete  factual 
basis  for  Your  contention,  and  identify  all  evidence  and  witnesses  upon  which  You  may  rely  to 
support  Your  contention. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Jones  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  calls  for  a 
narrative  response  that  is  better  suited  for  a  deposition.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this 
interrogatory  as  premature  given  that  formal  discovery  has  just  begun  and  Defendant’s 
investigation  is  ongoing.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection,  Defendant  responds  in 
the  affirmative.  Responding  further,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  the  arrest  reports  of  Plaintiffs, 
the  associated  inventory  reports,  the  official  charging  documents,  grand  jury  transcripts  believed 
to  be  in  the  possession  of  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office,  and  the  transcripts  of 
Plaintiffs  criminal  trial. 
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9.  State  whether  any  of  the  Police  Officer  Defendants  acted  inconsistently  with  acted 
inconsistently  with  any  of  the  policies,  customs,  or  practices  of  the  City  of  Chicago  (formal  or 
informal,  written  or  unwritten)  at  any  time  encounters  with  Plaintiffs  that  are  described  in 
Plaintiffs’  Complaints.  If  the  answer  is  in  the  affirmative,  please: 

(a)  identify  any  particular  policy,  custom,  or  practice  which,  to  your  knowledge  was 
violated; 

(b)  describe  the  circumstances  and  manner  in  which  said  policy  custom,  or  practice 
was  violated;  and, 

(c)  state  whether  any  discipline  resulted  from  that  violation. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Jones  objects  to  this  interrogatory  to  the  extent  it  seeks 
information  that  is  not  relevant  to  any  claims  or  defenses  in  this  case  and  is  therefore  not 
proportional  to  the  needs  of  this  case.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection,  to  the  best 
of  Defendant’s  personal  knowledge,  recollection  and  observations,  neither  he  nor  any  of  the 
other  Defendants  acted  inconsistently  with  any  of  the  City  of  Chicago’s  policies,  customs,  or 
practices  at  any  time  specified  in  this  interrogatory. 

Respectfully  submitted, 


/s/  Avi  Kamionski 
Avi  Kamionski 


Andrew  M.  Hale 

Amy  A.  Hijjawi 

Avi  T.  Kamionski 

Shneur  Nathan 

Jennifer  Bitoy 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Suite  330 

Chicago,  IL  60603 

312-341-9646 


8 


VERIFICATION 

I,  Alvin  Jones,  verify  that  I  signed  the  foregoing  document,  my  Responses  and  Objections  to 
Plaintiffs  First  Set  and  Additional  Set  of  Interrogatories,  and  that  the  statements  set  forth  in  the  foregoing 
responses  are  true  and  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  information  and  belief. 


Dated:  pH  ro^  \n 


CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE 


The  undersigned  hereby  certifies  that  on  March  24,  2017  he  sent  via  e-mail  a  copy  of 
Defendant  Alvin  Jones ’s  Response  to  Plaint  iff  First  Set  of  Interrogatories  to 

counsel  of  record  below: 


Jonathan  Loevy 

Russell  Ainsworth 
Elizabeth  Mazur 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
3 1 1  N.  Aberdeen,  3rd  Floor 
Chicago,  IL  60607 
ion@loevv.coin 
josh@loevy.com 
r  u  sse  1 1  @  i  o  e  vy  .com 
e  1  i  zabe  1  h  in  @  loevy,  com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff 


Brian  Gainer 
Monica  Gutowski 
Kevin  Pacini 
Johnson  &  Bell,  Ltd. 

33  W.  Monroe  St.,  Suite  2700 
Chicago,  IL  60603 
nainer@ibltd.com 
gutowskim@jbltd.com 
nacinik@ibltd.com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Ronald 
Watts 


Elizabeth  Wang 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
2060  Broadway,  Suite  460 
Boulder,  CO  80302 
elizabetliw@loevy.com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiffs 


Gary  Ravitz 

Eric  Palles 

Ravitz  &  Palles,  P.C. 

203  N.  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  2100 
Chicago,  IL  60601 
gray  i  lz@  ra  v  i  t  zpa  lles.com 
epa  lies  @r  a  v  i  t  zp  a  1 1  es  .com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Kallatt 
Mohammed 


Terrence  Bums 

Paul  Michalik 

Daniel  Noland 

Molly  Thompson 

tbums@dykcmaxom 

p  m  i  cha  I  i  k  @dy  ke  m  a .  com 

dnQland@dykenia.com 

melhoinp£on@dvkemaxom 

Attorneys  for  City  of  Chicago, 
Philip  Cline,  Debra  Kirby  and 
Karen  Rowan 


/s/  Avi  Z  Kamionski 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 


■■■atid  ■■■■■ 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al. 

Defendants. 


) 

)  No.  16  C  08940 

) 

)  Judge  Andrea  R.  Wood 

) 

) 

)  Magistrate  Judge  Sheila  M.  Finnegan 

) 

) 


DEFENDANT  ALVIN  JONES  RESPONSE  TO  PLAINTIFF 
ADDITIONAL  INTERROGATORIES 


Defendant,  Alvin  Jones,  by  and  through  one  of  his  attorneys,  and  in  response  to 
Plaintiff  ^^^^^^jAdditional  Interrogatories,  states  as  follows: 

INTERROGATORIES 

_ 1.  Have  you  ever  given  false  testimony  in  a  criminal  proceeding  against  H 

I^^Bf  so,  state  the  approximate  date  such  testimony  was  given  and  the  subject  matter  of  the 
false  testimony. 

RESPONSE:  No 

2.  Have  you  ever  planted  drugs  or  guns  on  a  civilian,  seen  another  police  officer 
plant  drugs  or  guns  on  a  civilian,  and/or  directed  another  police  officer  to  plant  drugs  or  guns 
on  a  civilian?  If  so,  for  each  instance,  state: 

a)  the  complete  nature  of  the  action(s)  that  You  and  any  other  police  officer  took; 

a)  Identify  the  person  on  whom  you  planted  drugs  or  guns,  and 

c)  state  the  approximate  date,  time,  and  location  of  any  such  action(s). 


RESPONSE:  No 


on  or  around  either  of  the  following  dates:  (a) 


3.  Did  you  plant  drugs  on  H 
March  23,  2005;  (b)  December  11,  2005? 

RESPONSE:  No 


Respectfully  submitted, 


/s/Avi  Kamionski 
Avi  Kamionski 


Andrew  M.  Hale 

Amy  A.  Hijjawi 

Avi  T.  Kamionski 

Shneur  Nathan 

Jennifer  Bitoy 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Suite  330 

Chicago,  IL  60603 

312-341-9646 
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VERIFICATION 

I,  Alvin  Jones,  verify  that  I  signed  the  foregoing  document,  my  Responses  and  Objections  to 
Plaintiffs  First  Set  and  Additional  Set  of  Interrogatories,  and  that  the  statements  set  forth  in  the  foregoing 
responses  are  true  and  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  information  and  belief. 


Dated:  o*1  ^  V\ 


CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE 


The  undersigned  hereby  certifies  that  on  March  24,  2017  he  sent  via  e-mail  a  copy  of 
Defendant  Alvin  Jones ’s  Response  to  Plaintiff^^^^^^^Additional  Interrogatories  to 
counsel  of  record  below: 


Jonathan  Loevy 

Russell  Ainsworth 
Elizabeth  Mazur 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
3 1 1  N.  Aberdeen,  3rd  Floor 
Chicago,  IL  60607 
ion@locvv.com 
iosli@loevv.CQin 
russeli@loevv.com 
eiizabethm@ioevy.cQm 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff 


Brian  Gainer 
Monica  Gutowski 
Kevin  Pacini 
Johnson  &  Bell,  Ltd. 

33  W.  Monroe  St.,  Suite  2700 
Chicago,  IL  60603 
aaincr@iblid.com 
guto  wskim@jbitd.com 
t>acinik@i  bltd.com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Ronald 
Watts 


Elizabeth  Wang 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
2060  Broadway,  Suite  460 
Boulder,  CO  80302 
clizabcthw@loevv.com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiffs 


Gary  Ravitz 

Eric  Palles 

Ravitz  &  Palles,  P.C. 

203  N.  LaSalle  St,  Suite  2100 
Chicago,  IL  60601 
Hraviiz@ravitzpallcs.com 
epalles@iavltzpancs.com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Kallatt 
Mohammed 


Terrence  Bums 

Paul  Michalik 

Daniel  Noland 

Molly  Thompson 

tbums@dykema.coni 

mnichalik@dYkema.com 

diiolaiid@dvkcma.com 

melhompson@dvkcma.com 

Attorneys  for  City  of  Chicago, 
Philip  Cline,  Debra  Kirby  and 
Karen  Rowan 


/s/  Avi  T.  Kamionski 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 

)  No.  16  C  08940 

Plaintiffs,  ) 

)  Judge  Andrea  R.  Wood 

vs.  ) 

) 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al.  )  Magistrate  Judge  Sheila  M.  Finnegan 

) 

Defendants.  ) 

DEFENDANTS  ROBERT  GONZALEZ’S  RESPONSE  TO  PLAINTIFF 
^^^^■FI-RST  SET  OF  INTERROGATORIES 

Defendant,  Robert  Gonzalez,  (herein  “Defendant  Gonzalez”  or  “Defendant”),  by 
and  through  one  of  his  attorneys,  and  in  response  to  Plaintiff  ^^^^^^|First  Set  of 
Interrogatories,  states  as  follows: 

INTERROGATORIES 

1.  Please  identify  all  persons  who,  to  the  best  of  your  understanding,  have 
knowledge  of  facts  that  relate  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action.  This  request 
includes  but  is  not  limited  to  those  persons  listed  in  the  Defendants’  Rule  26  Initial  Disclosures. 
For  each  person  with  knowledge  responsive  to  this  interrogatory,  please  describe  with 
particularity  any  categories  of  facts  known  by  each  such  person,  including  all  categories  of  facts 
about  which  the  Person  may  be  competent  to  testify  at  trial.  If  this  Interrogatory  is  answered  by 
incorporating  Documents,  please  state  under  oath  whether  there  are  any  categories  of  facts 
known  to  any  witness  relating  to  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action  that  are  not  reflected  in  the 
documents  upon  which  you  rely;  in  the  event  you  fail  to  do  so,  Plaintiff  will  assume  the 
substance  of  the  witnesses’  testimony  is  strictly  limited  to  what  is  contained  in  such  documents. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Gonzalez  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  the  term  “facts 


LQGi_  lMlt\ 

'flachmenLbl 


that  relate  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action”  is  vague  and  open  to  interpretation,  to 
the  extent  the  interrogatory  seeks  information  that  is  privileged  and  beyond  his  personal 
knowledge,  and  to  the  extent  it  seeks  information  that  is  more  available  to  plaintiff.  Defendant 
further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  premature  given  that  formal  discovery  has  just  begun  and 
Plaintiff  is  likely  in  possession  of  many  relevant  documents  (i.e.,  his  court  pleadings, 
correspondence,  and  other  personal  records)  that  Defendant  has  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  to 
obtain  and  review.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to 
his  Rule  26  disclosure,  Plaintiffs  Rule  26  disclosure,  the  City  of  Chicago’s  Rule  26  disclosure, 
and  all  supplemental  Rule  26  disclosures  that  will  be  made  in  the  case, 

2.  For  any  Document  requested  in  Plaintiffs  discovery  requests  which  has  been  lost, 
discarded  or  destroyed,  please  identify  each  such  document  as  completely  as  possible  and  state 
the  approximate  date  it  was  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed;  the  circumstances  and  manner  in  which 
it  was  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed,  including  the  identities  of  all  persons  involved;  the  reasons  for 
losing,  discarding,  or  destroying  the  Document;  the  idenlily  of  any  persons  with  knowledge  of  its  content; 
and  the  identity  of  the  last  person  known  to  have  seen  it.  In  answering  this  Interrogatory,  please  list  all 
steps  taken  to  discover  documents  that  have  been  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed,  and  the  names  of  the 
individuals  who  took  those  steps. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Gonzalez  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  vague,  unduly  burdensome, 
and  disproportionate  to  the  needs  of  the  case.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections,  Defendant 
Smith  is  presently  unaware  of  any  relevant  document  that  has  been  “lost,  discarded,  or 
destroyed.”  Investigation  continues. 

3.  For  any  Affirmative  Defenses  You  have  pled  in  this  matter,  please  describe  the 
entire  factual  basis  or  bases  supporting  those  defenses.  The  information  sought  by  this 
Interrogatory  is  not  a  mere  recitation  of  the  statutory  sections  invoked,  Plaintiff  requests  that  you 
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provide  a  detailed  description  of  every  fact  and  legal  basis  on  which  any  defense,  such  as 
immunity,  for  example,  is  asserted  so  that  Plaintiff  may  have  the  opportunity  to  investigate  by 
way  of  additional  discovery  requests.  For  instance,  if  there  is  any  physical,  documentary,  or 
testimonial  evidence  which  supports  any  such  defense,  please  identify  it  specifically. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Gonzalez  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  premature  because  it  is 
propounded  before  he  has  had  the  discovery.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection, 

Defendant  refers  plaintiff  to  his  response  to  interrogatory  number  8,  which  is  hereby  incorporated  herein 
as  if  fully  restated  as  responsive  to  this  interrogatory. 

4.  Please  identify  all  Complaints  that  have  ever  been  made  against  any  of  Police 
Officer  Defendants  relating  to  their  roles  as  law  enforcement  officials  (including  Plaintiffs’ 
Complaint  or  any  Complaints  which  presently  remain  pending),  including  but  not  limited  to  any 
and  all  internal  affairs,  COPA,  IPRA,  OPS,  intra-  or  inter-departmental,  and  citizen  complaints 
alleging  dishonest  behavior,  lying  under  oath,  witness  manipulation,  improper  behavior  during 
interrogations  or  interviews,  use  of  improperly  suggestive,  coercive,  or  torturous  methods  on 
suspects,  arrestees,  or  witnesses,  use  of  excessive  force,  false  arrest,  malicious  prosecution, 
fabrication  or  planting  of  evidence,  concealment  of  evidence,  and  lawsuits  or  administrative 
complaints  filed  in  state  or  federal  courts  or  agencies  alleging  police  misconduct.  A  complete 
answer  to  this  Interrogatory  will  include,  but  is  not  limited  to,  the  following  information: 

( 1 )  the  date  of  each  Compl  aint; 

(2)  a  detailed  description  of  the  nature  of  each  Complaint; 

(3)  an  identifying  number  of  each  Complaint;  and, 

(4)  how  each  Complaint  was  resolved,  including  any  discipline  imposed 
in  connection  with  each  Complaint. 

If  you  do  not  possess  an  identifying  number  of  a  particular  Complaint,  please  investigate 
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and  obtain  it. 


RESPONSE:  Defendant  Gonzalez  objects  to  this  interrogatory  to  the  extent  it  seeks 
information  that  is  not  relevant  to  any  claims  or  defenses  in  this  case  and  is  therefore  not 
proportional  to  the  needs  of  this  case,  Defendant  further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  seeking 
information  beyond  Defendant’s  personal  knowledge  and  present  recollection.  Defendant  further 
objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  is  overbroad  in  the  scope  of  the  subject  matter  and  time. 
Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections,  Defendant  understands  that  the  City  of  Chicago 
will  be  producing  a  Chicago  Police  Department  Complaint  History  printout  that  may  have 
information  responsive  to  this  interrogatory  and  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  those  documents  as 
his  answer  to  this  interrogatory. 

Answering  further,  Defendant  Gonzalez  was  a  defendant  in  13  L  14041  Green  v,  City  of 
Chicago  and  states  that  the  electronic  docket  for  the  Northern  District  of  Illinois  indicates  that  he 
was  a  defendant  in  a  case  styled  l:14-cv-08536  Holmes  v,  Officer  George  Hernandez,  et  al., 
l:17-cv-02877  City  Of  Chicago  et  al,  1 :03-cv-09294  Jeffries  v.  City  of  Chicago,  et  al, 

l:12-cv-05325  Johnson  v.  Nichols  et  al,  l:10-cv-02281  Martin  v.  Gonzalez  et  al,  l:13-cv-07541 
Childs  v,  City  of  Chicago  et.  al,  Investigation  Continues. 

5.  Have  You  had  any  Communication  regarding  ^^^^^^^^^^^^^^|and/or  any 
allegations  of  misconduct  by  Defendant  Watts  with  any  agent  of  any  other  law  enforcement 
agency  (e.g.,  Cook  County  Sheriffs  Office,  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office,  FBI, 
DEA,  DOJ,  etc,)?  If  so,  for  each  such  Communication  please: 

(a)  state  with  particularity  the  substance  of  the  Communication; 

(b)  Identify  every  other  Person  involved  in  the  Communication;  and, 

(c)  provide  the  approximate  date,  time,  and  method  (e.g.,  written,  oral,  etc.)  of 
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the  Communication. 


If  you  intend  to  answer  by  reference  to  Documents,  please  state  under  oath  that  the 
documents  contain  all  of  the  information  responsive  to  this  Interrogatory,  and  provide  the 
relevant  Bates  Numbers. 

RESPONSE:  No. 

6.  Please  identify  any  and  all  criminal  convictions  of  any  party  or  witness  with 
knowledge  relating  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  of  this  action.  For  each  such  responsive 
conviction,  identi  fy : 

(a)  the  person  who  has  been  convicted  and  the  nature  of  the  conviction  and 

(b)  the  complete  factual  basis  as  to  why  the  conviction  qualifies  as  admissible 
under  FRE  609. 

Please  be  advised  that  Your  duty  to  supplement  Your  answer  to  this  Interrogatory 
remains  ongoing  as  discovery  progresses,  and  that  Plaintiff  intends  to  move  in  limine  to  bar  any 
references  to  convictions  not  identified  in  the  manner  requested. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Gonzalez  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  seeks 
disclosure  of  impeachment  information  beyond  that  which  is  required  by  the  Federal  Rules  of 
Civil  Procedure  and  the  Federal  Rules  of  Evidence.  Defendant  further  objects  to  the  extent  that 
this  information  is  more  available  to  Plaintiff  than  Defendant.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving 
these  objections,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  the  Chicago  Police  Department  Criminal  History 
reports  for  Plaintiffs  and  any  witnesses  in  this  case.  Investigation  continues. 

7.  Identify  every  Person  who  participated  in  any  way  in  the  ^^^(investigations. 
For  each  Person  listed,  please  provide  the  dates  of  the  Person’s  involvement  in  the  investigation 
and  describe  the  tasks  and/or  other  duties  that  he  or  she  performed.  If  you  answer  this 
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Interrogatory  by  referring  to  Documents,  please  affirm  under  oath  that  the  sum  total  of  your 
knowledge  of  Persons  who  participated  in  those  activities  is  contained  in  the  Documents  that  you 
reference. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Gonzalez  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  the  terms  11 
investigation”  and  “who  participated  in  any  way”  are  vague  and  open  to  interpretation,  to  the 
extent  that  it  overbroad,  to  the  extent  the  interrogatory  seeks  information  beyond  his  personal 
knowledge,  and  to  the  extent  it  seeks  information  that  is  more  available  to  plaintiff.  Defendant 
further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  Plaintiff  is  likely  in  possession  of  many  relevant 
documents  (i.e.,  his  court  pleadings,  correspondence,  and  other  personal  records)  that  Defendant 
has  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  to  obtain  and  review.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  his  Rule  26  disclosure,  Plaintiffs  Rule  26  disclosure,  the 
City  of  Chicago’s  Rule  26  disclosure,  and  all  supplemental  Rule  26  disclosures  that  will  be  made 
in  the  case. 

8.  Do  you  contend  that  Plaintiffs  ^^^^^|and/or  ^^^^^^^^committed  any 
illegal  act  relating  to  the  incidents  in  Plaintiffs’  Complaint?  If  so,  please  describe  each  alleged 
illegal  act  that  You  contend  was  committed  by  ^^|and/or  ^^^Jprovide  the  complete  factual 
basis  for  Your  contention,  and  identify  all  evidence  and  witnesses  upon  which  You  may  rely  to 
support  Your  contention. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Gonzalez  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  calls  for  a 
narrative  response  that  is  better  suited  for  a  deposition.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this 
interrogatory  as  premature  given  that  formal  discovery  has  just  begun  and  Defendant’s 
investigation  is  ongoing.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection,  Defendant  responds  in 
the  affirmative.  Responding  further.  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  the  arrest  reports  of  Plaintiffs, 
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the  associated  inventory  reports,  the  official  charging  documents,  grand  jury  transcripts  believed 
to  be  in  the  possession  of  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office,  and  the  transcripts  of 
Plaintiffs  criminal  trial. 

9.  State  whether  any  of  the  Police  Officer  Defendants  acted  inconsistently  with  acted 
inconsistently  with  any  of  the  policies,  customs,  or  practices  of  the  City  of  Chicago  (formal  or 
informal,  written  or  unwritten)  at  any  time  encounters  with  Plaintiffs  that  are  described  in 
Plaintiffs’  Complaints.  If  the  answer  is  in  the  affirmative,  please: 

(a)  identify  any  particular  policy,  custom,  or  practice  which,  to  your  knowledge  was 
violated; 

(b)  describe  the  circumstances  and  manner  in  which  said  policy  custom,  or  practice 
was  violated;  and, 

(c)  state  whether  any  discipline  resulted  from  that  violation. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Gonzalez  objects  to  this  interrogatory  to  the  extent  it  seeks 
information  that  is  not  relevant  to  any  claims  or  defenses  in  this  case  and  is  therefore  not 
proportional  to  the  needs  of  this  case.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection,  to  the  best 
of  Defendant’s  personal  knowledge,  recollection  and  observations,  neither  he  nor  any  of  the 
other  Defendants  acted  inconsistently  with  any  of  the  City  of  Chicago’s  policies,  customs,  or 
practices  at  any  time  specified  in  this  interrogatory. 

Respectfully  submitted, 


(s/_  Avi  Kamionski 
Avi  Kamionski 


Andrew  M.  Hale 

Avi  T.  Kamionski 

Shneur  Nathan 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd,,  Suite  330 

Chicago,  IL  60603 

312-341-9646 
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IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 


) 

Plaintiffs,  ) 

) 

vs,  ) 

) 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al,  ) 

) 

Defendants.  ) 

DEFENDANT  ROBERT  GONZALEZ  RESPONSE  TO  PLAINTIFF 

ADDITIONAL  INTERROGATORIES 

Defendant,  Robert  Gonzalez,  by  and  through  one  of  his  attorneys,  and  in  response 

to  Plaintiff  ^^^^^^|Additional  Interrogatories,  states  as  follows: 

INTERROGATORIES 

_ 1.  Have  you  ever  given  false  testimony  in  a  criminal  proceeding  against 

IHVf  so>  state  the  approximate  date  such  testimony  was  given  and  the  subject  matter  of  the 
false  testimony. 

RESPONSE:  No 

2,  Have  you  ever  planted  drugs  or  guns  on  a  civilian,  seen  another  police  officer 
plant  drugs  or  guns  on  a  civilian,  and/or  directed  another  police  officer  to  plant  drugs  or  guns 
on  a  civilian?  If  so,  for  each  instance,  state: 

a)  the  complete  nature  of  the  action(s)  that  You  and  any  other  police  officer  took; 
a)  Identify  the  person  on  whom  you  planted  drugs  or  guns,  and 
c)  state  the  approximate  date,  time,  and  location  of  any  such  action(s). 


No.  16  C  08940 
Judge  Andrea  R.  Wood 

Magistrate  Judge  Sheila  M.  Finnegan 


RESPONSE;  No 


3.  Did  you  plant  drugs  on  B 
March  23, 2005;  (b)  December  1 1, 2005? 


>n  or  around  either  of  the  following  dates:  (a) 


i 


RESPONSE:  No 


Respectfully  submitted, 


/s/Avj  Kamionski 
Avi  Kamionski 


Andrew  M.  Hale 

Avi  T.  Kamionski 

Shneur  Nathan 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Suite  330 

Chicago,  IL  60603 

312-341-9646 
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VERIFICATION 


I,  Robert  Gonzalez,  verify  that  I  signed  the  foregoing  document,  my  Responses  and  Objections  to 
Plaintiffs  First  Set  of  Interrogatories  and  Additional  Set  of  Interrogatories,  and  that  the  statements  set  forth 
in  the  foregoing  responses  are  true  and  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  information  and  belief. 


Dated:  01 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 


) 

Plaintiffs,  ) 

) 

vs.  ) 

) 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al.  ) 

) 

Defendants.  ) 

DEFENDANT  ROBERT  GONZALEZ’S  RESPONSE  TO 
PLAINTIFF  ^^^^MAPRIL  25.  2017  INTERROGATORY 

Defendant,  Robert  Gonzalez,  by  his  undersigned  attorneys,  hereby  responds  to 


No.  16  C  08940 
Judge  Andrea  R.  Wood 

Magistrate  Judge  Sheila  M.  Finnegan 


Plaintiff 


pril  25,  2017  Interrogatory  as  follows: 


INTERROGATORIES 


1 .  Have  you  ever  communicated  with  (either  directly  or  through  a  legal  representative) 
any  federal  investigator  or  prosecutor  regarding  alleged  corruption  and/or  misconduct  of  any  of 
the  Defendant  Police  Officers  in  this  case?  If  so,  please  state:  (a)  the  approximate  dates(s)  that 
the  communication(s)  occurred;  (b)  the  subject  of  the  communication(s);  (c)  provide  a 
substantive  summary  of  the  statements  you  made  in  connection  with  the  communication(s);  (d) 
identify  all  persons  present  for  and/or  privy  to  the  communication(s);  (e)  state  whether  the 
communication(s)  was  recorded  in  any  way,  and,  if  so,  how. 

RESPONSE:  No 

Respectfully  submitted, 

Isl Mohammed  Khan _ 

One  of  the  Attorneys  for 
Defendant  Robert  Gonzalez 

Andrew  M.  Hale 

Amy  A.  Hijjawi 

Jennifer  Bitoy 

Mohammed  Khan 

Alexander  Tapling 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Suite  330 

Chicago,  IL  60603 

(312) 341-9646 


CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE 


The  undersigned  hereby  certifies  that  on  June  30,  2017  he  sent  via  e-mail  a  copy  of  Defendant 
Robert  Gonzalez ’s  Response  to  Plaintiff^^^^^^^^April  25,  2017  Interrogatory  to  counsel  of  record 


below: 

Jonathan  Loevy 

Russell  Ainsworth 
Elizabeth  Mazur 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
3 1 1  K  Aberdeen,  ,3rd  Floor 
Chicago,  IL  60607 
ion@loevv.com 
iosh@loevy.com 
russd  l@loevY.com 
el  izabethm@  loevy  .com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff H 


Brian  Gainer 
Monica  Gutowski 
Kevin  Pacini 
Johnson  &  Bell,  Ltd. 

33  W.  Monroe  St.,  Suite  2700 
Chicago,  IL  60603 
gainer@iblld.com 
gLttowskim@ibltd.com 
pacinik@ibltdxom 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Ronald 
Watts 


Elizabeth  Wang 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
2060  Broadway,  Suite  460 
Boulder,  CO  80302 
c  1  izabethw@  I  oe  v  v  .co  m 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiffs 


Gary  Ravitz 
Eric  Palles 
Emily  Farr 
Ravitz  &  Palles,  P.C. 

203  N.  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  2100 
Chicago,  IL  60601 
gravitz@ravitzpalles.com 
epalles@ravitznalles.cQm 
efarr@ravitzpalles.com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Kallatt 
Mohammed 


Terrence  Burns 

Paul  Michalik 

Daniel  Noland 

Molly  Thompson 

Dykema  Gossett  PLLC 

10  S.  Wacker  Dr.,  Suite  2300 

Chicago,  IL  60606 

tbums@dykema.com 

pmichalik@dvkema.com 

dnQland@dvkema.com 

methQmDson@dykema.com 

Attorneys  for  City  of  Chicago, 
Philip  Cline,  Debra  Kirby  and 
Karen  Rowan 


Is!  Mohammed  Khan 


VERIE|rAT10a 


I,  Robert  Gonzales  verify  that  l  signed  the  foregoing  document,  my  l° 

Plaintiff^  April  25  20  7  mel  tin'. U,al  ,hc  ‘'UltmuUs  sct  l0.rth  ‘ 1C 

roregome™  5SSUPJ tl 0,,d 

belief. 


Dated: 


,  &  3UL.1J- 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 

Plaintiffs, 
vs. 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al. 

Defendants, 

DEFENDANTS  DOUGLAS  NICHOLS’S  RESPONSE  TO  PLAINTIFF 

^^^^■first  set  of  interrogatories 

Defendant,  Douglas  Nichols,  (herein  “Defendant  Nichols”  or  “Defendant”),  by 
and  through  one  of  his  attorneys,  and  in  response  to  Plaintiff  ^^^^^^^First  Set  of 
Interrogatories,  states  as  follows: 

interrogatories 

1.  Please  identify  all  persons  who,  to  the  best  of  your  understanding,  have 

knowledge  of  facts  that  relate  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action.  This  request 
includes  but  is  not  limited  to  those  persons  listed  in  the  Defendants’  Rule  26  Initial  Disclosures. 
For  each  person  with  knowledge  responsive  to  this  interrogatory,  please  describe  with 
particularity  any  categories  of  facts  known  by  each  such  person,  including  all  categories  of  facts 
about  which  the  Person  may  be  competent  to  testify  at  trial.  If  this  Interrogatory  is  answered  by 
incorporating  Documents,  please  state  under  oath  whether  there  are  any  categories  of  facts 
known  to  any  witness  relating  to  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action  that  are  not  reflected  in  the 
documents  upon  which  you  rely;  in  the  event  you  fail  to  do  so.  Plaintiff  will  assume  the 
substance  of  the  witnesses’  testimony  is  strictly  limited  to  what  is  contained  in  such  documents. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Nichols  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  the  term  “facts  that 


No.  16  C  08940 
Judge  Andrea  R.  Wood 

Magistrate  Judge  Sheila  M.  Finnegan 
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relate  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action”  is  vague  and  open  to  interpretation,  to  the 
extent  the  interrogatory  seeks  information  that  is  privileged  and  beyond  his  personal  knowledge, 
and  to  the  extent  it  seeks  information  that  is  more  available  to  plaintiff.  Defendant  further  objects 
to  this  interrogatory  as  premature  given  that  formal  discovery  has  just  begun  and  Plaintiff  is 
likely  in  possession  of  many  relevant  documents  (i.e.,  his  court  pleadings,  correspondence,  and 
other  personal  records)  that  Defendant  has  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  to  obtain  and  review. 
Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections.  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  his  Rule  26 
disclosure,  Plaintiffs  Rule  26  disclosure,  the  City  of  Chicago’s  Rule  26  disclosure,  and  all 
supplemental  Rule  26  disclosures  that  will  be  made  in  the  case. 

2.  For  any  Document  requested  in  Plaintiffs  discovery  requests  which  has  been  lost, 
discarded  or  destroyed,  please  identify  each  such  document  as  completely  as  possible  and  state 
the  approximate  date  it  was  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed;  the  circumstances  and  manner  in  which 
it  was  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed,  including  the  identities  of  all  persons  involved;  the  reasons  for 
losing,  discarding,  or  destroying  the  Document;  the  identity  of  any  persons  with  knowledge  of  its  content; 
and  the  identity  of  the  last  person  known  to  have  seen  it.  In  answering  this  Interrogatory,  please  list  all 
steps  taken  to  discover  documents  that  have  been  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed,  and  the  names  of  the 
individuals  who  took  those  steps. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Nichols  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  vague,  unduly  burdensome, 
and  disproportionate  to  the  needs  of  the  case.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections,  Defendant 
Smith  is  presently  unaware  of  any  relevant  document  that  has  been  “lost,  discarded,  or 
destroyed.”  Investigation  continues. 

3.  For  any  Affirmative  Defenses  You  have  pled  in  this  matter,  please  describe  the 
entire  factual  basis  or  bases  supporting  those  defenses.  The  information  sought  by  this 
Interrogatory  is  not  a  mere  recitation  of  the  statutory  sections  invoked.  Plaintiff  requests  that  you 
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provide  a  detailed  description  of  every  fact  and  legal  basis  on  which  any  defense,  such  as 
immunity,  for  example,  is  asserted  so  that  Plaintiff  may  have  the  opportunity  to  investigate  by 
way  of  additional  discovery  requests.  For  instance,  if  there  is  any  physical,  documentary,  or 
testimonial  evidence  which  supports  any  such  defense,  please  identify  it  specifically. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Nichols  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  premature  because  it  is 
propounded  before  he  has  had  the  benefit  of  discovery.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection, 
Defendant  refers  plaintiff  to  his  response  to  interrogatory  number  8,  which  is  hereby  incorporated  herein 
as  if  fully  restated  as  responsive  to  this  interrogatory, 

4.  Please  identify  all  Complaints  that  have  ever  been  made  against  any  of  Police 
Officer  Defendants  relating  to  their  roles  as  law  enforcement  officials  (including  Plaintiffs’ 
Complaint  or  any  Complaints  which  presently  remain  pending),  including  but  not  limited  to  any 
and  all  internal  affairs,  COPA,  IPRA,  OPS,  intra-  or  inter-departmental,  and  citizen  complaints 
alleging  dishonest  behavior,  lying  under  oath,  witness  manipulation,  improper  behavior  during 
interrogations  or  interviews,  use  of  improperly  suggestive,  coercive,  or  torturous  methods  on 
suspects,  arrestees,  or  witnesses,  use  of  excessive  force,  false  arrest,  malicious  prosecution, 
fabrication  or  planting  of  evidence,  concealment  of  evidence,  and  lawsuits  or  administrative 
complaints  filed  in  state  or  federal  courts  or  agencies  alleging  police  misconduct,  A  complete 
answer  to  this  Interrogatory  will  include,  but  is  not  limited  to,  the  following  information: 

(1)  the  date  of  each  Complaint; 

(2)  a  detailed  description  of  the  nature  of  each  Complaint; 

(3)  an  identifying  number  of  each  Complaint;  and, 

(4)  how  each  Complaint  was  resolved,  including  any  discipline  imposed 
in  connection  with  each  Complaint. 

If  you  do  not  possess  an  identifying  number  of  a  particular  Complaint,  please  investigate 
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and  obtain  it. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Nichols  objects  to  this  interrogatory  to  the  extent  it  seeks 
information  that  is  not  relevant  to  any  claims  or  defenses  in  this  case  and  is  therefore  not 
proportional  to  the  needs  of  this  case.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  seeking 
information  beyond  Defendant’s  personal  knowledge  and  present  recollection.  Defendant  further 
objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  is  overbroad  in  the  scope  of  the  subject  matter  and  time. 
Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections,  Defendant  understands  that  the  City  of  Chicago 
will  be  producing  a  Chicago  Police  Department  Complaint  History  printout  that  may  have 
information  responsive  to  this  interrogatory  and  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  those  documents  as 
his  answer  to  this  interrogatory. 

Answering  further.  Defendant  Nichols  states  that  the  electronic  docket  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Illinois  indicates  that  he  was  a  defendant  in  a  case  styled  l:12-cv-05325  Johnson  v. 
Nichols  et  al,  l:ll-cv-07450  City  Of  Chicago  et  al,  l:ll-cv-07450  McCambry  v.  Bailey 

el  al,  1 :08-cv-04300  Glover  v.  City  of  Chicago,  Illinois  et  al,  l:06-cv-Q5925  City  of 

Chicago  et  al.  Investigation  continues. 

5.  Have  You  had  any  Communication  regarding  ^^^^^^^^^^^^^^|and/or  any 
allegations  of  misconduct  by  Defendant  Watts  with  any  agent  of  any  other  law  enforcement 
agency  (e,g.,  Cook  County  Sheriffs  Office,  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office,  FBI, 
DEA,  DOJ,  etc.)?  If  so,  for  each  such  Communication  please: 

(a)  state  with  particularity  the  substance  of  the  Communication; 

(b)  Identify  every  other  Person  involved  in  the  Communication;  and, 

(c)  provide  the  approximate  date,  time,  and  method  (e.g.,  written,  oral,  etc.)  of 

the  Communication. 
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If  you  intend  to  answer  by  reference  to  Documents,  please  state  under  oath  that  the 
documents  contain  all  of  the  information  responsive  to  this  Interrogatory,  and  provide  the 
relevant  Bates  Numbers. 

RESPONSE:  No. 

6,  Please  identify  any  and  all  criminal  convictions  of  any  party  or  witness  with 
knowledge  relating  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  of  this  action.  For  each  such  responsive 
conviction,  identify: 

(a)  the  person  who  has  been  convicted  and  the  nature  of  the  conviction  and 

(b)  the  complete  factual  basis  as  to  why  the  conviction  qualifies  as  admissible 
under  FRE  609. 

Please  be  advised  that  Your  duty  to  supplement  Your  answer  to  this  Interrogatory 
remains  ongoing  as  discovery  progresses,  and  that  Plaintiff  intends  to  move  in  limine  to  bar  any 
references  to  convictions  not  identified  in  the  manner  requested. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Nichols  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  seeks  disclosure 
of  impeachment  information  beyond  that  which  is  required  by  the  Federal  Rules  of  Civil 
Procedure  and  the  Federal  Rules  of  Evidence.  Defendant  further  objects  to  the  extent  that  this 
information  is  more  available  to  Plaintiff  than  Defendant.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  the  Chicago  Police  Department  Criminal  History  reports 
for  Plaintiffs  and  any  witnesses  in  this  case.  Investigation  continues. 

7.  Identify  every  Person  who  participated  in  any  way  in  the  ^^B^nvcs^ga^ons' 
For  each  Person  listed,  please  provide  the  dates  of  the  Person’s  involvement  in  the  investigation 
and  describe  the  tasks  and/or  other  duties  that  he  or  she  performed.  If  you  answer  this 
Interrogatory  by  referring  to  Documents,  please  affirm  under  oath  that  the  sum  total  of  your 
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knowledge  of  Persons  who  participated  in  those  activities  is  contained  in  the  Documents  that  you 
reference. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Nichols  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  the  terms  “ 
investigation”  and  “who  participated  in  any  way”  are  vague  and  open  to  interpretation,  to  the 
extent  that  it  overbroad,  to  the  extent  the  interrogatory  seeks  information  beyond  his  personal 
knowledge,  and  to  the  extent  it  seeks  information  that  is  more  available  to  plaintiff.  Defendant 
further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  Plaintiff  is  likely  in  possession  of  many  relevant 
documents  (i.e,,  his  court  pleadings,  correspondence,  and  other  personal  records)  that  Defendant 
has  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  to  obtain  and  review.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  his  Rule  26  disclosure,  Plaintiff’s  Rule  26  disclosure,  the 
City  of  Chicago’s  Rule  26  disclosure,  and  all  supplemental  Rule  26  disclosures  that  will  be  made 
in  the  case, 

8.  Do  you  contend  that  Plaintiffs  ^^^^^|and/or  ^^^^^^^|committed  any 
illegal  act  relating  to  the  incidents  in  Plaintiffs’  Complaint?  If  so,  please  describe  each  alleged 
illegal  act  that  You  contend  was  committed  by  ^^^|and/or  ^^^^rovide  the  complete  factual 
basis  for  Your  contention,  and  identify  all  evidence  and  witnesses  upon  which  You  may  rely  to 
support  Your  contention. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Nichols  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  calls  for  a 
narrative  response  that  is  better  suited  for  a  deposition,  Defendant  further  objects  to  this 
interrogatory  as  premature  given  that  formal  discovery  has  just  begun  and  Defendant’s 
investigation  is  ongoing.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection,  Defendant  responds  in 
the  affirmative,  Responding  further,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  the  arrest  reports  of  Plaintiffs, 
the  associated  inventory  reports,  the  official  charging  documents,  grand  jury  transcripts  believed 
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to  be  in  the  possession  of  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office,  and  the  transcripts  of 
Plaintiffs  criminal  trial. 


9.  State  whether  any  of  the  Police  Officer  Defendants  acted  inconsistently  with  acted 
inconsistently  with  any  of  the  policies,  customs,  or  practices  of  the  City  of  Chicago  (formal  or 
informal,  written  or  unwritten)  at  any  time  encounters  with  Plaintiffs  that  are  described  in 
Plaintiffs’  Complaints.  If  the  answer  is  in  the  affirmative,  please: 

(a)  identify  any  particular  policy,  custom,  or  practice  which,  to  your  knowledge  was 
violated; 

(b)  describe  the  circumstances  and  manner  in  which  said  policy  custom,  or  practice 
was  violated;  and, 

(c)  state  whether  any  discipline  resulted  from  that  violation. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Nichols  objects  to  this  interrogatory  to  the  extent  it  seeks 
information  that  is  not  relevant  to  any  claims  or  defenses  in  this  case  and  is  therefore  not 
proportional  to  the  needs  of  this  case.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection,  to  the  best 
of  Defendant’s  personal  knowledge,  recollection  and  observations,  neither  he  nor  any  of  the 
other  Defendants  acted  inconsistently  with  any  of  the  City  of  Chicago’s  policies,  customs,  or 
practices  at  any  time  specified  in  this  interrogatory. 

Respectfully  submitted. 


/s /  Avi  Kamionski 
Avi  Kamionski 


Andrew  M.  Hale 

Avi  T.  Kamionski 

Shneur  Nathan 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Suite  330 

Chicago,  IL  60603 

312-341-9646 
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IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 

Plaintiffs,  ) 

) 

vs.  ) 

) 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al.  ) 

) 

Defendants. _ ) 

DEFENDANT  DOUGLAS  NICHOLS  RESPONSE  TO  PLAINTIFF 

ADDITIONAL  INTERROGATORIES 

Defendant,  Douglas  Nichols,  by  and  through  one  of  his  attorneys,  and  in  response 
to  Plaintiff  |^^^^^^(Additional  Interrogatories,  states  as  follows: 


_ 1.  .  Have -you  ever  given  false  testimony  in  a  criminal  proceeding  against 

■Hlf  so,  state  the  approximate  date  such  testimony  was  given  and  the  subject  matter  of  the 
false  testimony. 

RESPONSE:  No 

2.  Have  you  ever  planter  drugs  or  guns  on  a  civilian,  seen  another  police  officer 
plant  drugs  or  guns  on  a  civilj.au,  n,rV or  directed  another  police  officer  to  plant  drugs  or  guns 
on  a  civilian?  If  so,  for  each  instance,  state: ' 

a)  the  complete  nature  of  the  ttction(s)  that  -You,  and  any  other  police  officer,  topic,  i 

*  1  4  J* 

a)  Identify  the  person  on  whom  you  planted  drugs  or  guns,  and 

c)  state  the  appr  oximate  date,  time,  and  location  of  any  such  ac:icn(s). 

RESPONSE:  No 


No.  16  C  08940 
Judge  Andrea  R.  Wood 

Magistrate  Judge  Sheila  M.  Finnegan 
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3.:  Did  you  plant  drugs  on  or  around  either  of  the  following  dates: '(a) 

March  23, 2005;  (b)  December  1 1 , 2005? 

RESPONSE:  No 


Respectfully  submitted,, 

/s/Avl  Kamionski 
Avi  Kamionski 

Andrew  M.  Hale 

Avi  T.  Kamionski 

Shneur  Nathan 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Suite  330 

.Chicago,  IL  60603 

312-341-9646 


VERIFICATION 

I,  Douglas  Nichols,  verify  that  I  signed  the  foregoing  document,  my  Responses  and  Objections  to 
Plaintiff  s  First  Set  of  Interrogatories  and  Additional  Set  of  Interrogatories,  and  that  the  statements  set  forth 
in  the  foregoing  responses  are  true  and  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  information  and  belief. 


Dated:  0±  ^  AY  /I 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 


■HHlatid  MMHH 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al. 

Defendants. 


) 

)  No.  16  C  08940 

) 

)  Judge  Andrea  R.  Wood 

) 

) 

)  Magistrate  Judge  Sheila  M.  Finnegan 

) 

) 


DEFENDANT  DOUGLAS  NICHOLS  JR.’S  RESPONSE  TO 
PLAINTIFF  ^^^^^MAPRIL  25.  2017  INTERROGATORY 


Defendant,  Douglas  Nichols  Jr.,  by  his  undersigned  attorneys,  hereby  responds  to 
Plaintiff  ^^^^^^^April  25,  2017  Interrogatory  as  follows: 

INTERROGATORIES 


1 .  Have  you  ever  communicated  with  (either  directly  or  through  a  legal  representative) 
any  federal  investigator  or  prosecutor  regarding  alleged  corruption  and/or  misconduct  of  any  of 
the  Defendant  Police  Officers  in  this  case?  If  so,  please  state:  (a)  the  approximate  dates(s)  that 
the  communication(s)  occurred;  (b)  the  subject  of  the  communication(s);  (c)  provide  a 
substantive  summary  of  the  statements  you  made  in  connection  with  the  communication(s);  (d) 
identify  all  persons  present  for  and/or  privy  to  the  communication(s);  (e)  state  whether  the 
communication(s)  was  recorded  in  any  way,  and,  if  so,  how. 

RESPONSE:  No. 


Respectfully  submitted, 

k!  Mohammed  Khan _ 

One  of  the  Attorneys  for 
Defendant  Douglas  Nichols  Jr. 

Andrew  M.  Hale 

Amy  A.  Hijjawi 

Jennifer  Bitoy 

Mohammed  Khan 

Alexander  Tapling 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Suite  330 

Chicago,  IL  60603 

(312) 341-9646 


CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE 


The  undersigned  hereby  certifies  that  on  June  30,  2017  he  sent  via  e-mail  a  copy  of  Defendant 
Douglas  Nichols,  Jr.  ’s  Response  to  Plaintiff^^^^^^^^April  25,  201 7  Interrogatory  to  counsel  of 


record  below: 


Jonathan  Loevy 


Russell  Ainsworth 
Elizabeth  Mazur 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
3 1 1  N.  Aberdeen,  3rd  Floor 
Chicago,  IL  60607 
ion@loevv.com 
iosh@loevv.eoin 
rnssdl@lDCVV.com 
dizabeihin@locvv.com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff 


Brian  Gainer 
Monica  Gutowski 
Kevin  Pacini 
Johnson  &  Bell,  Ltd. 

33  W.  Monroe  St.,  Suite  2700 
Chicago,  IL  60603 
gainer@iblld.com 
gn  towskim@ i  b  I  id .  com 
Dacimk@iblLd.com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Ronald 
Watts 


Elizabeth  Wang 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
2060  Broadway,  Suite  460 
Boulder,  CO  80302 
eiizabethw@loevv.com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiffs 


Gary  Ravitz 
Eric  Palles 
Emily  Fan* 

Ravitz  &  Palles,  P.C. 

203  N.  LaSalle  St,  Suite  2100 
Chicago,  IL  60601 
urav  itz@rav  iLzpalles.com 
CDalles@ravitzDalles.com 
etarr@javitzpullcs.com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Kallatt 
Mohammed 


Terrence  Bums 

Paul  Michalik 

Daniel  Noland 

Molly  Thompson 

Dykema  Gossett  PLLC 

10  S.  Wacker  Dr.,  Suite  2300 

Chicago,  IL  60606 

tlnims@dvk  etna,  com 

pmichalik@dvkema.com 

dnoland@dvkcma.com 

mdhomDson@dykcma.com 

Attorneys  for  City  of  Chicago, 
Philip  Cline,  Debra  Kirby  and 
Karen  Rowan 


/s/  Mohammed  Khan 


.  fcOougUshtictioU  Jr.,  verify  that  I  signed  the  fbregoing  document,  my  resppnset® 
Plaintiff  25, 2017  Interrogatory,  and  that  the  statements  set  forth  in  the 

foregoing  responses,  am  tnie'and'accui-ate'  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  information  and 
belief. 


’Signature 


Dated: 


*  JiW/ 7 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 

and 

Plaintiffs, 
vs. 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al, 

Defendants. 

DEFENDANTS  MANUEL  LEANO’S  RESPONSE  TO  PLAINTIFF 
^^^^■FIRST  SET  OF  INTERROGATORIES 

Defendant,  Manuel  Leano,  (herein  “Defendant  Leano”  or  “Defendant”),  by  and 
through  one  of  his  attorneys,  and  in  response  to  Plaintiff  ^^^^^^^^First  Set  of 
Interrogatories,  states  as  follows: 

INTERROGATORIES 

1.  Please  identify  all  persons  who,  to  the  best  of  your  understanding,  have 
knowledge  of  facts  that  relate  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action.  This  request 
includes  but  is  not  limited  to  those  persons  listed  in  the  Defendants’  Rule  26  Initial  Disclosures, 

For  each  person  with  knowledge  responsive  to  this  interrogatory,  please  describe  with 
particularity  any  categories  of  facts  known  by  each  such  person,  including  all  categories  of  facts 
about  which  the  Person  may  be  competent  to  testify  at  trial.  If  this  Interrogatory  is  answered  by 
incorporating  Documents,  please  state  under  oath  whether  there  are  any  categories  of  facts 
known  to  any  witness  relating  to  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action  that  are  not  reflected  in  the 
documents  upon  which  you  rely;  in  the  event  you  fail  to  do  so,  Plaintiff  will  assume  the 
substance  of  the  witnesses’  testimony  is  strictly  limited  to  what  is  contained  in  such  documents. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  the  term  “facts  that  relate 
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to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action”  is  vague  and  open  to  interpretation,  to  the  extent 
the  interrogatory  seeks  information  that  is  privileged  and  beyond  his  personal  knowledge,  and  to 
the  extent  it  seeks  information  that  is  more  available  to  plaintiff.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this 
interrogatory  as  premature  given  that  formal  discovery  has  just  begun  and  Plaintiff  is  likely  in 
possession  of  many  relevant  documents  (i.c.,  his  court  pleadings,  correspondence,  and  other 
personal  records)  that  Defendant  has  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  to  obtain  and  review.  Subject  to 
and  without  waiving  these  objections,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  his  Rule  26  disclosure. 
Plaintiffs  Rule  26  disclosure,  the  City  of  Chicago’s  Rule  26  disclosure,  and  all  supplemental 
Rule  26  disclosures  that  will  be  made  in  the  case. 

2.  For  any  Document  requested  in  Plaintiff’s  discovery  requests  which  has  been  lost, 
discarded  or  destroyed,  please  identify  each  such  document  as  completely  as  possible  and  state 
the  approximate  date  it  was  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed;  the  circumstances  and  manner  in  which 
it  was  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed,  including  the  identities  of  all  persons  involved;  the  reasons  for 
losing,  discarding,  or  destroying  the  Document;  the  identity  of  any  persons  with  knowledge  of  its  content; 
and  the  identity  of  the  last  person  known  to  have  seen  it.  In  answering  this  Interrogatory,  please  list  all 
steps  taken  to  discover  documents  that  have  been  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed,  and  the  names  of  the 
individuals  who  took  those  steps. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Leano  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  vague,  unduly  burdensome, 
and  disproportionate  to  the  needs  of  the  case.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections,  Defendant 
Smith  is  presently  unaware  of  any  relevant  document  that  has  been  “lost,  discarded,  or 
destroyed.”  Investigation  continues. 

3.  For  any  Affirmative  Defenses  You  have  pled  in  this  matter,  please  describe  the 
entire  factual  basis  or  bases  supporting  those  defenses.  The  information  sought  by  this 
Interrogatory  is  not  a  mere  recitation  of  the  statutory  sections  invoked.  Plaintiff  requests  that  you 
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provide  a  detailed  description  of  every  fact  and  legal  basis  on  which  any  defense,  such  as 
immunity,  for  example,  is  asserted  so  that  Plaintiff  may  have  the  opportunity  to  investigate  by 
way  of  additional  discovery  requests.  For  instance,  if  there  is  any  physical,  documentary,  or 
testimonial  evidence  which  supports  any  such  defense,  please  identify  it  specifically, 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Leano  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  premature  because  it  is 
propounded  before  he  has  had  the  benefit  of  discovery.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection, 
Defendant  refers  plaintiff  to  his  response  to  interrogatory  number  8,  which  is  hereby  incorporated  herein 
as  if  fully  restated  as  responsive  to  this  interrogatory. 

4.  Please  identify  all  Complaints  that  have  ever  been  made  against  any  of  Police 
Officer  Defendants  relating  to  their  roles  as  law  enforcement  officials  (including  Plaintiffs’ 
Complaint  or  any  Complaints  which  presently  remain  pending),  including  but  not  limited  to  any 
and  all  internal  affairs,  COPA,  IPRA,  OPS,  intra-  or  inter-departmental,  and  citizen  complaints 
alleging  dishonest  behavior,  lying  under  oath,  witness  manipulation,  improper  behavior  during 
interrogations  or  interviews,  use  of  improperly  suggestive,  coercive,  or  torturous  methods  on 
suspects,  arrestees,  or  witnesses,  use  of  excessive  force,  false  arrest,  malicious  prosecution, 
fabrication  or  planting  of  evidence,  concealment  of  evidence,  and  lawsuits  or  administrative 
complaints  filed  in  state  or  federal  courts  or  agencies  alleging  police  misconduct.  A  complete 
answer  to  this  Interrogatory  will  include,  but  is  not  limited  to,  the  following  information: 

(1)  the  date  of  each  Complaint; 

(2)  a  detailed  description  of  the  nature  of  each  Complaint; 

(3)  an  identifying  number  of  each  Complaint;  and, 

(4)  how  each  Complaint  was  resolved,  including  any  discipline  imposed 
in  connection  with  each  Complaint. 

If  you  do  not  possess  an  identifying  number  of  a  particular  Complaint,  please  investigate 
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and  obtain  it. 


RESPONSE;  Defendant  Leano  objects  to  this  interrogatory  to  the  extent  it  seeks 
information  that  is  not  relevant  to  any  claims  or  defenses  in  this  case  and  is  therefore  not 
proportional  to  the  needs  of  this  case.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  seeking 
information  beyond  Defendant’s  personal  knowledge  and  present  recollection.  Defendant  further 
objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  is  overbroad  in  the  scope  of  the  subject  matter  and  time. 
Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections,  Defendant  understands  that  the  City  of  Chicago 
will  be  producing  a  Chicago  Police  Department  Complaint  History  printout  that  may  have 
information  responsive  to  this  interrogatory  and  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  those  documents  as 
his  answer  to  this  interrogatory 

Answering  further,  Defendant  Leano  states  that  the  electronic  docket  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Illinois  indicates  that  he  was  a  defendant  in  a  case  styled  l:14-cv-08536  Holmes  v. 
Officer  George  Hernandez,  etal,  l:17-cv-02877  City  Of  Chicago  et  al,  l:ll-cv-07450 

McCambryv,  Bailey  et  al,  l:12-cv-05325  Johnson  v,  Nichols  etal,  l:08-cv-04300  Glover  v,  City 
of  Chicago,  Illinois  et  al.  Investigation  continues. 

5.  Have  You  had  any  Communication  regarding  any 

allegations  of  misconduct  by  Defendant  Watts  with  any  agent  of  any  other  law  enforcement 
agency  (e.g,,  Cook  County  Sheriff’s  Office,  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office,  FBI, 
DEA,  DOJ,  etc.)?  If  so,  for  each  such  Communication  please: 

(a)  state  with  particularity  the  substance  of  the  Communication; 

(b)  Identify  every  other  Person  involved  in  the  Communication;  and, 

(c)  provide  the  approximate  date,  time,  and  method  (e.g.,  written,  oral,  etc.)  of 

the  Communication. 
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If  you  intend  to  answer  by  reference  to  Documents,  please  state  under  oath  that  the 
documents  contain  all  of  the  information  responsive  to  this  Interrogatory,  and  provide  the 
relevant  Bates  Numbers. 

RESPONSE:  No. 

6.  Please  identify  any  and  all  criminal  convictions  of  any  party  or  witness  with 
knowledge  relating  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  of  this  action.  For  each  such  responsive 
conviction,  identify: 

(a)  the  person  who  has  been  convicted  and  the  nature  of  the  conviction  and 

(b)  the  complete  factual  basis  as  to  why  the  conviction  qualifies  as  admissible 
under  FRE  609. 

Please  be  advised  that  Your  duty  to  supplement  Your  answer  to  this  Interrogatory 
remains  ongoing  as  discovery  progresses,  and  that  Plaintiff  intends  to  move  in  limine  to  bar  any 
references  to  convictions  not  identified  in  the  manner  requested. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Leano  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  seeks  disclosure 
of  impeachment  information  beyond  that  which  is  required  by  the  Federal  Rules  of  Civil 
Procedure  and  the  Federal  Rules  of  Evidence.  Defendant  further  objects  to  the  extent  that  this 
information  is  more  available  to  Plaintiff  than  Defendant.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  the  Chicago  Police  Department  Criminal  History  reports 
for  Plaintiffs  and  any  witnesses  in  this  case.  Investigation  continues. 

7.  Identify  every  Person  who  participated  in  any  way  in  the  ^^^(investigations. 
For  each  Person  listed,  please  provide  the  dates  of  the  Person’s  involvement  in  the  investigation 
and  describe  the  tasks  and/or  other  duties  that  he  or  she  performed.  If  you  answer  this 
Interrogatory  by  referring  to  Documents,  please  affirm  under  oath  that  the  sum  total  of  your 
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knowledge  of  Persons  who  participated  in  those  activities  is  contained  in  the  Documents  that  you 
reference. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  l^eano  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  the  terms  “ 
investigation”  and  “who  participated  in  any  way”  are  vague  and  open  to  interpretation,  to  the 
extent  that  it  overbroad,  to  the  extent  the  interrogatory  seeks  information  beyond  his  personal 
knowledge,  and  to  the  extent  it  seeks  information  that  is  more  available  to  plaintiff.  Defendant 
further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  Plaintiff  is  likely  in  possession  of  many  relevant 
documents  (i.e.,  his  court  pleadings,  correspondence,  and  other  personal  records)  that  Defendant 
has  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  to  obtain  and  review.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  his  Rule  26  disclosure,  Plaintiffs  Rule  26  disclosure,  the 
City  of  Chicago’s  Rule  26  disclosure,  and  all  supplemental  Rule  26  disclosures  that  will  be  made 
in  the  case. 

8.  Do  you  contend  that  Plaintiffs  ^^^^^|and/or  ^^^^^^^^committed  any 
illegal  act  relating  to  the  incidents  in  Plaintiffs’  Complaint?  If  so,  please  describe  each  alleged 
illegal  act  that  You  contend  was  committed  by  ^^^and/or  |^^|provide  the  complete  factual 
basis  for  Your  contention,  and  identify  all  evidence  and  witnesses  upon  which  You  may  rely  to 
support  Your  contention. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Leano  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  calls  for  a 
narrative  response  that  is  better  suited  for  a  deposition.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this 
interrogatory  as  premature  given  that  formal  discovery  has  just  begun  and  Defendant’s 
investigation  is  ongoing.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection,  Defendant  responds  in 
the  affirmative.  Responding  further,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  the  arrest  reports  of  Plaintiffs, 
the  associated  inventory  reports,  the  official  charging  documents,  grand  jury  transcripts  believed 
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to  be  in  the  possession  of  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office,  and  the  transcripts  of 
Plaintiffs  criminal  trial. 


9.  State  whether  any  of  the  Police  Officer  Defendants  acted  inconsistently  with  acted 
inconsistently  with  any  of  the  policies,  customs,  or  practices  of  the  City  of  Chicago  (formal  or 
informal,  written  or  unwritten)  at  any  time  encounters  with  Plaintiffs  that  are  described  in 
Plaintiffs’  Complaints.  If  the  answer  is  in  the  affirmative,  please: 

(a)  identify  any  particular  policy,  custom,  or  practice  which,  to  your  knowledge  was 
violated; 

(b)  describe  the  circumstances  and  manner  in  which  said  policy  custom,  or  practice 
was  violated;  and, 

(c)  state  whether  any  discipline  resulted  from  that  violation. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Leano  objects  to  this  interrogatory  to  the  extent  it  seeks 
information  that  is  not  relevant  to  any  claims  or  defenses  in  this  case  and  is  therefore  not 
proportional  to  the  needs  of  this  case.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection,  to  the  best 
of  Defendant’s  personal  knowledge,  recollection  and  observations,  neither  he  nor  any  of  the 
other  Defendants  acted  inconsistently  with  any  of  the  City  of  Chicago’s  policies,  customs,  or 
practices  at  any  time  specified  in  this  interrogatory. 

Respectfully  submitted. 


/s  /  Avi  Kamionski 
Avi  Kamionski 


Andrew  M.  Hale 

Avi  T.  Kamionski 

Shneur  Nathan 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Suite  330 

Chicago,  IL  60603 

312-341-9646 
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VERIFICATION 

I,  Manuel  Leano,  verify  that  I  signed  the  foregoing  document,  my  Responses  and  Objections  to 
Plaintiffs  First  Set  of  Interrogatories,  and  that  the  statements  set  forth  in  the  foregoing  responses  are  true 
and  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  information  and  belief. 


Dated.<^ 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 


Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al. 

Defendants. 


) 

)  No.  16  C  08940 

) 

)  Judge  Andrea  R.  Wood 

) 

) 

)  Magistrate  Judge  Sheila  M.  Finnegan 

) 

) 


DEFENDANT  MANUEL  LEANO’S  RESPONSE  TO 
PLAINTIFF  ^^^^MAPRIL  25.  2017  INTERROGATORY 


Defendant,  Manuel  Leano,  by  his  undersigned  attorneys,  hereby  responds  to  Plaintiff 


pril  25,  2017  Interrogatory  as  follows: 


INTERROGATORIES 


1 .  Have  you  ever  communicated  with  (either  directly  or  through  a  legal  representative) 
any  federal  investigator  or  prosecutor  regarding  alleged  corruption  and/or  misconduct  of  any  of 
the  Defendant  Police  Officers  in  this  case?  If  so,  please  state:  (a)  the  approximate  dates(s)  that 
the  communication(s)  occurred;  (b)  the  subject  of  the  communication(s);  (c)  provide  a 
substantive  summary  of  the  statements  you  made  in  connection  with  the  communication(s);  (d) 
identify  all  persons  present  for  and/or  privy  to  the  communication(s);  (e)  state  whether  the 
communication(s)  was  recorded  in  any  way,  and,  if  so,  how. 

RESPONSE:  No. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

!s>! Mohammed  Khan _ 

One  of  the  Attorneys  for 
Defendant  Manuel  Leano 


Andrew  M.  Hale 

Amy  A.  Hijjawi 

Jennifer  Bitoy 

Mohammed  Khan 

Alexander  Tapling 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Suite  330 

Chicago,  IL  60603 

(312)  341-9646 


CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE 


The  undersigned  hereby  certifies  that  on  June  30,  2017  he  sent  via  e-mail  a  copy  of  Defendant 
Manuel  Leano  \s  Response  to  Plaintiff^^^^^^^^April  25,  201 7  Interrogatory  to  counsel  of  record 


below: 

Jonathan  Loevy 

Russell  Ainsworth 
Elizabeth  Mazur 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
_3_L1  ^Aberdeen,  3rd  Floor 
Chicago,  1L  60607 
ion@Ioevv.com 
iosh@loevv.com 
russell@loevv.com 
elizabethin@loevv.com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff 


Brian  Gainer 
Monica  Gutowski 
Kevin  Pacini 
Johnson  &  Bell,  Ltd. 

33  W.  Monroe  St.,  Suite  2700 
Chicago,  IL  60603 
aainer@ibltd.com 
gutowski  m@  i  b  I  td  .com 
pacinik@ibltd.com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Ronald 
Watts 


Elizabeth  Wang 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
2060  Broadway,  Suite  460 
Boulder,  CO  80302 
elizabelhw@loevvxom 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiffs 


Gary  Ravitz 
Eric  Palles 
Emily  Farr 
Ravitz  &  Palles,  P.C. 

203  N.  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  2100 
Chicago,  IL  60601 
aravi  tz@ravi  tzpal  les.com 
enalles@ravitzpalles.com 
efarr@ravitzpailesxom 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Kallatt 
Mohammed 


Terrence  Burns 
Paul  Michalik 
Daniel  Noland 
Molly  Thompson 
Dykema  Gossett  PLLC 

_ 1Q_S._  Wacker  Drf#  Suite_2300 

Chicago,  IL  60606 
tbums@dvkema.CQm 
pmiehalik@dvkemaxom 
dnoland@dvkema.com 
met  horn  pson@dvkemaxom 

Attorneys  for  City  of  Chicago, 
Philip  Cline,  Debra  Kirby  and 
Karen  RoM>an 


/s/  Mohammed  Khan 


VERIFICATION 


I,  Manuel  Leano,  verify  that  I  signed  the  foregoing  document,  my  response  to 
Plaintiff  ^^^|April  25, 2017  Interrogatory,  and  that  the  statements  set  forth  in  the 
foregoing  responses  are  true  and  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  information  and 


belief 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 


)  No.  16  C  08940 

Plaintiffs,  ) 

)  Judge  Andrea  R.  Wood 

vs,  ) 

) 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al.  )  Magistrate  Judge  Sheila  M.  Finnegan 

) 

Defendants.  ) 

DEFENDANT  ELSWORTH  SMITH’S  RESPONSE  TO  PLAINTIFF 
^^^^■FIRST  SET  OF  INTERROGATORIES 

Defendant,  Elsworth  Smith,  Jr.  (herein  “Defendant  Smith”  or  “Defendant”),  by 
and  through  one  of  his  attorneys,  and  in  response  to  Plaintiff  Set  of 

Interrogatories,  states  as  follows: 

INTERROGATORIES 

1.  Please  identify  all  persons  who,  to  the  best  of  your  understanding,  have 
knowledge  of  facts  that  relate  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action.  This  request 
includes  but  is  not  limited  to  those  persons  listed  in  the  Defendants’  Rule  26  Initial  Disclosures. 
For  each  person  with  knowledge  responsive  to  this  interrogatory,  please  describe  with 
particularity  any  categories  of  facts  known  by  each  such  person,  including  all  categories  of  facts 
about  which  the  Person  may  be  competent  to  testify  at  trial.  If  this  Interrogatory  is  answered  by 
incorporating  Documents,  please  state  under  oath  whether  there  are  any  categories  of  facts 
known  to  any  witness  relating  to  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action  that  are  not  reflected  in  the 
documents  upon  which  you  rely;  in  the  event  you  fail  to  do  so,  Plaintiff  will  assume  the 
substance  of  the  witnesses’  testimony  is  strictly  limited  to  what  is  contained  in  such  documents. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Smith  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  unduly  burdensome, 
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because  the  term  “facts  that  relate  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action”  is  vague  and 
open  to  interpretation,  to  the  extent  the  interrogatory  seeks  information  that  is  privileged  and 
beyond  his  personal  knowledge,  and  to  the  extent  it  seeks  information  that  is  more  available  to 
plaintiff.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  premature  given  that  formal  discovery 
has  just  begun  and  Plaintiff  is  likely  in  possession  of  many  relevant  documents  (i.e.,  his  court 
pleadings,  correspondence,  and  other  personal  records)  that  Defendant  has  not  yet  had  an 
opportunity  to  obtain  and  review.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections,  Defendant 
refers  Plaintiff  to  his  Rule  26  disclosure,  Plaintiffs  Rule  26  disclosure,  the  City  of  Chicago’s 
Rule  26  disclosure,  and  all  supplemental  Rule  26  disclosures  that  will  be  made  in  the  case. 

2.  For  any  Document  requested  in  Plaintiffs  discovery  requests  which  has  been  lost, 
discarded  or  destroyed,  please  identify  each  such  document  as  completely  as  possible  and  state 
the  approximate  date  it  was  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed;  the  circumstances  and  manner  in  which 
it  was  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed,  including  the  identities  of  all  persons  involved;  the  reasons  for 
losing,  discarding,  or  destroying  the  Document;  the  identity  of  any  persons  with  knowledge  of  its 
content;  and  the  identity  of  the  last  person  known  to  have  seen  it.  In  answering  this  Interrogatory, 
please  list  all  steps  taken  to  discover  documents  that  have  been  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed,  and 
the  names  of  the  individuals  who  took  those  steps. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Smith  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  vague,  unduly 
burdensome,  and  disproportionate  to  the  needs  of  the  case.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections,  Defendant  Smith  is  presently  unaware  of  any  relevant  document  that  has  been  “lost, 
discarded,  or  destroyed.”  Investigation  continues. 

3.  For  any  Affirmative  Defenses  You  have  pled  in  this  matter,  please  describe  the 
entire  factual  basis  or  bases  supporting  those  defenses.  The  information  sought  by  this 
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Interrogatory  is  not  a  mere  recitation  of  the  statutory  sections  invoked.  Plaintiff  requests  that  you 
provide  a  detailed  description  of  every  fact  and  legal  basis  on  which  any  defense,  such  as 
immunity,  for  example,  is  asserted  so  that  Plaintiff  may  have  the  opportunity  to  investigate  by 
way  of  additional  discovery  requests.  For  instance,  if  there  is  any  physical,  documentary,  or 
testimonial  evidence  which  supports  any  such  defense,  please  identify  it  specifically. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Smith  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  premature  because  it  is 
propounded  before  he  has  had  the  benefit  of  discovery.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this 
objection,  Defendant  refers  plaintiff  to  his  response  to  interrogatory  number  8,  which  is  hereby 
incorporated  herein  as  if  fully  restated  as  responsive  to  this  interrogatory. 

4.  Please  identify  all  Complaints  that  have  ever  been  made  against  any  of  Police 
Officer  Defendants  relating  to  their  roles  as  law  enforcement  officials  (including  Plaintiffs’ 
Complaint  or  any  Complaints  which  presently  remain  pending),  including  but  not  limited  to  any 
and  all  internal  affairs,  COPA,  IPRA,  OPS,  intra-  or  inter-departmental,  and  citizen  complaints 
alleging  dishonest  behavior,  lying  under  oath,  witness  manipulation,  improper  behavior  during 
interrogations  or  interviews,  use  of  improperly  suggestive,  coercive,  or  torturous  methods  on 
suspects,  arrestees,  or  witnesses,  use  of  excessive  force,  false  arrest,  malicious  prosecution, 
fabrication  or  planting  of  evidence,  concealment  of  evidence,  and  lawsuits  or  administrative 
complaints  filed  in  state  or  federal  courts  or  agencies  alleging  police  misconduct.  A  complete 
answer  to  this  Interrogatory  will  include,  but  is  not  limited  to,  the  following  information: 

(1)  the  date  of  each  Complaint; 

(2)  a  detailed  description  of  the  nature  of  each  Complaint; 

(3)  an  identifying  number  of  each  Complaint;  and, 

(4)  how  each  Complaint  was  resolved,  including  any  discipline  imposed 
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in  connection  with  each  Complaint. 

If  you  do  not  possess  an  identifying  number  of  a  particular  Complaint,  please  investigate 
and  obtain  it. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Smith  objects  to  this  interrogatory  to  the  extent  it  seeks 
information  that  is  not  relevant  to  any  claims  or  defenses  in  this  case  and  is  therefore  not 
proportional  to  the  needs  of  this  case.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  seeking 
information  beyond  Defendant’s  personal  knowledge  and  present  recollection.  Defendant  further 
objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  is  overbroad  in  the  scope  of  the  subject  matter  and  time. 
Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections,  Defendant  understands  that  the  City  of  Chicago 
will  be  producing  a  Chicago  Police  Department  Complaint  History  printout  that  may  have 
information  responsive  to  this  interrogatory  and  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  those  documents  as 
his  answer  to  this  interrogatory. 

Answering  further,  Defendant  Smith  states  that  the  electronic  docket  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Illinois  indicates  that  he  was  a  defendant  in  a  case  styled  1 :06-cv-01715  Rice  v.  City  of 
Chicago  et  al.  and  1 :13-cv-06122  Herbert  v.  Smith,  Jr.  et  al.  Investigation  continues. 

5.  Have  You  had  any  Communication  regarding  ^^^^^^^^^^^^^^Band/or  any 
allegations  of  misconduct  by  Defendant  Watts  with  any  agent  of  any  other  law  enforcement 
agency  (e.g.,  Cook  County  Sheriffs  Office,  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office,  FBI, 
DEA,  DOJ,  etc.)?  If  so,  for  each  such  Communication  please: 

(a)  state  with  particularity  the  substance  of  the  Communication; 

(b)  Identify  every  other  Person  involved  in  the  Communication;  and, 

(c)  provide  the  approximate  date,  time,  and  method  (e.g.,  written,  oral,  etc.)  of 

the  Communication. 
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If  you  intend  to  answer  by  reference  to  Documents,  please  state  under  oath  that  the 
documents  contain  all  of  the  information  responsive  to  this  Interrogatory,  and  provide  the 
relevant  Bates  Numbers. 

RESPONSE:  No. 

6.  Please  identify  any  and  all  criminal  convictions  of  any  party  or  witness  with 
knowledge  relating  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  of  this  action.  For  each  such  responsive 
conviction,  identify: 

(a)  the  person  who  has  been  convicted  and  the  nature  of  the  conviction  and 

(b)  the  complete  factual  basis  as  to  why  the  conviction  qualifies  as  admissible 
under  FRE  609. 

Please  be  advised  that  Your  duty  to  supplement  Your  answer  to  this  Interrogatory 
remains  ongoing  as  discovery  progresses,  and  that  Plaintiff  intends  to  move  in  limine  to  bar  any 
references  to  convictions  not  identified  in  the  manner  requested. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Smith  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  seeks  disclosure 
of  impeachment  information  beyond  that  which  is  required  by  the  Federal  Rules  of  Civil 
Procedure  and  the  Federal  Rules  of  Evidence.  Defendant  further  objects  to  the  extent  that  this 
information  is  more  available  to  Plaintiff  than  Defendant.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  the  Chicago  Police  Department  Criminal  History  reports 
for  Plaintiffs  and  any  witnesses  in  this  case.  Investigation  continues. 

7.  Identify  every  Person  who  participated  in  any  way  in  the  ^^^|ln vest igat ions. 
For  each  Person  listed,  please  provide  the  dates  of  the  Person’s  involvement  in  the  investigation 
and  describe  the  tasks  and/or  other  duties  that  he  or  she  performed.  If  you  answer  this 
Interrogatory  by  referring  to  Documents,  please  affirm  under  oath  that  the  sum  total  of  your 
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knowledge  of  Persons  who  participated  in  those  activities  is  contained  in  the  Documents  that  you 
reference. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Smith  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  the  terms 
investigation”  and  “who  participated  in  any  way”  are  vague  and  open  to  interpretation,  to  the 
extent  that  it  overbroad,  to  the  extent  the  interrogatory  seeks  information  beyond  his  personal 
knowledge,  and  to  the  extent  it  seeks  information  that  is  more  available  to  plaintiff.  Defendant 
further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  Plaintiff  is  likely  in  possession  of  many  relevant 
documents  (i.e.,  his  court  pleadings,  correspondence,  and  other  personal  records)  that  Defendant 
has  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  to  obtain  and  review.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  his  Rule  26  disclosure,  Plaintiffs  Rule  26  disclosure,  the 
City  of  Chicago’s  Rule  26  disclosure,  and  all  supplemental  Rule  26  disclosures  that  will  be  made 
in  the  case. 

8.  Do  you  contend  that  Plaintiffs  ^^^^^^|and/or  ^^^^^^^^|committed  any 
illegal  act  relating  to  the  incidents  in  Plaintiffs’  Complaint?  If  so,  please  describe  each  alleged 
illegal  act  that  You  contend  was  committed  by  ^^^(and/or  ^^^|provide  the  complete  factual 
basis  for  Your  contention,  and  identify  all  evidence  and  witnesses  upon  which  You  may  rely  to 
support  Your  contention. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Smith  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  calls  for  a 
narrative  response  that  is  better  suited  for  a  deposition.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this 
interrogatory  as  premature  given  that  formal  discovery  has  just  begun  and  Defendant’s 
investigation  is  ongoing.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection,  Defendant  responds  in 
the  affirmative.  Responding  further,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  the  arrest  reports  of  Plaintiffs, 
the  associated  inventory  reports,  the  official  charging  documents,  grand  jury  transcripts  believed 
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to  be  in  the  possession  of  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office,  and  the  transcripts  of 
Plaintiffs  criminal  trial. 

9.  State  whether  any  of  the  Police  Officer  Defendants  acted  inconsistently  with  acted 
inconsistently  with  any  of  the  policies,  customs,  or  practices  of  the  City  of  Chicago  (formal  or 
informal,  written  or  unwritten)  at  any  time  encounters  with  Plaintiffs  that  are  described  in 
Plaintiffs’  Complaints.  If  the  answer  is  in  the  affirmative,  please: 

(a)  identify  any  particular  policy,  custom,  or  practice  which,  to  your  knowledge  was 
violated; 

(b)  describe  the  circumstances  and  manner  in  which  said  policy  custom,  or  practice 
was  violated;  and, 

(c)  state  whether  any  discipline  resulted  from  that  violation. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Smith  objects  to  this  interrogatory  to  the  extent  it  seeks 
information  that  is  not  relevant  to  any  claims  or  defenses  in  this  case  and  is  therefore  not 
proportional  to  the  needs  of  this  case.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection,  to  the  best 
of  Defendant’s  personal  knowledge,  recollection  and  observations,  neither  he  nor  any  of  the 
other  Defendants  acted  inconsistently  with  any  of  the  City  of  Chicago’s  policies,  customs,  or 
practices  at  any  time  specified  in  this  interrogatory. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

/s/  Avi  Kamionski- _ 

Avi  Kamionski 


Andrew  M.  Hale 

Amy  A.  Hijjawi 

Avi  T.  Kamionski 

Shneur  Nathan 

Jennifer  Bitoy 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Suite  330 

Chicago,  IL  60603 

312-341-9646 
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VERIFICATION 

I,  Elsworth  Smith,  Jr,  verify  that  I  signed  the  foregoing  document,  my  Responses  and  Objections 
Plaintiffs  First  Set  of  Interrogatories,  and  that  the  statements  set  forth  in  the  foregoing  responses  are  true 
and  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  information  and  belief. 


Dated:  3  -  ao  -  <ZO/7 


CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE 


The  undersigned  hereby  certifies  that  on  March  24,  2017  he  sent  via  e-mail  a  copy  of 
Defendant  Elsworth  Smith ’s  Response  to  Plaintiff^^^^^^s  First  Set  of  Interrogatories  to 
counsel  of  record  below: 


Jonathan  Loevy 

Russell  Ainsworth 
Elizabeth  Mazur 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
3 1 1  N.  Aberdeen,  3rd  Floor 
Chicago,  IL  60607 
ion@Ioevy.coni 
iosh@  loevy,  com 
russell@loevy.com 
c  1 i  za  beth  m  @  1  oe  vv .  c  om 

Attorneys  for  Plaint  iff 


Brian  Gainer 
Monica  Gutowski 
Kevin  Pacini 
Johnson  &  Bell,  Ltd. 

33  W.  Monroe  St.,  Suite  2700 
Chicago,  IL  60603 
gainer@jbltd.com 
gutowskiiTi@jbltd.com 
pacinik@jbltdxom 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Ronald 
Watts 


Elizabeth  Wang 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
2060  Broadway,  Suite  460 
Boulder,  CO  80302 
gH2abetjw@lqevy.c0m 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiffs 


Gary  Ravitz 
Eric  Palles 
Ravitz  &  Palles,  P.C. 

203  N.  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  2100 
Chicago,  IL  60601 
gravitz@ravitzpalles.com 
epalles@ravitzpalles.com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Kallatt 
Mohammed 


Terrence  Bums 

Paul  Michalik 

Daniel  Noland 

Molly  Thompson 

tbu  m  s@dv  ke  m  a  .com 

p  m  ichali  k@  d  y  kcm  a .  com 

dnoland@dykemaxQrn 

roclhompson@dykema.com 

Attorneys  for  City  of  Chicago, 
Philip  Cline,  Debra  Kirby  and 
Karen  Rowan 


/s/  Avi  T.  Kamionski 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 


■■■■■and  HHMHHUB 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al. 

Defendants. 


) 

)  No.  16  C  08940 

) 

)  Judge  Andrea  R.  Wood 

) 

) 

)  Magistrate  Judge  Sheila  M.  Finnegan 

) 

) 


DEFENDANT  ELSWORTH  SMITH  JR.’S  RESPONSE  TO 
PLAINTIFF  ^^^^MAPRIL  25,  2017  INTERROGATORY 


Defendant,  Elsworth  Smith  Jr.,  by  his  undersigned  attorneys,  hereby  responds  to  Plaintiff 


pril  25,  2017  Interrogatory  as  follows; 


INTERROGATORIES 


1 .  Have  you  ever  communicated  with  (either  directly  or  through  a  legal  representative) 
any  federal  investigator  or  prosecutor  regarding  alleged  corruption  and/or  misconduct  of  any  of 
the  Defendant  Police  Officers  in  this  case?  If  so,  please  state:  (a)  the  approximate  dates(s)  that 
the  communication(s)  occurred;  (b)  the  subject  of  the  communication(s);  (c)  provide  a 
substantive  summary  of  the  statements  you  made  in  connection  with  the  communication(s);  (d) 
identify  all  persons  present  for  and/or  privy  to  the  communication(s);  (e)  state  whether  the 
communication(s)  was  recorded  in  any  way,  and,  if  so,  how. 

RESPONSE:  No 


Respectfully  submitted, 

h!  Mohammed  Khan _ 

One  of  the  Attorneys  for 
Defendant  Elsworth  Smith  Jr. 

Andrew  M.  Hale 

Amy  A.  Hijjawi 

Jennifer  Bitoy 

Mohammed  Khan 

Alexander  Tapling 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Suite  330 

Chicago,  IL  60603 

(312)  341-9646 


CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE 


The  undersigned  hereby  certifies  that  on  June  30,  2017  he  sent  via  e-mail  a  copy  of  Defendant 
Elsworth  Smith ,  Jr.  ls  Response  to  Plaintiff  ^^^^^^^^April  25,  2017  Interrogatory  to  counsel  of  record 
below: 


>evy 

Russell  Ainsworth 
Elizabeth  Mazur 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
3 1 1  N.  Aberdeen,  3rd  Floor 
Chicago,  1L  60607 
ion@loevv.com 
iosh@loevy.com 
msseil@loevv.com 
el  izabetlim@loevv.ccin 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff H 


Brian  Gainer 
Monica  Gutowski 
Kevin  Pacini 
Johnson  &  Bell,  Ltd. 

33  W.  Monroe  St.,  Suite  2700 
Chicago,  IL  60603 
fjainer@ibltd.com 
^omkbK@ibltcivCom 
pacini  k@ibltdxom 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Ronald 
Watts 


Elizabeth  Wang 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
2060  Broadway,  Suite  460 
Boulder,  CO  80302 
elizabetliw@loevv.com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiffs 


Gary  Ravitz 
Eric  Palles 
Emily  Farr 
Ravitz  &  Palles,  P.C. 

203  N.  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  2100 
Chicago,  IL  60601 
gravitz@ravi  tzpalles.com 
epalles@ravilzpalles.com 
efatT@ravitzpalles.com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Kallatt 
Mohammed 


Terrence  Burns 

Paul  Michalik 

Daniel  Noland 

Molly  Thompson 

Dykema  Gossett  PLLC 

10  S.  Wacker  Dr.,  Suite  2300 

Chicago,  IL  60606 

tburns@dvkema.com 

pm  ichali  k@dvkema.com 

dnoland@dykema.com 

methompSQn@dvkema.com 

Attorneys  for  City  of  Chicago, 
Philip  Cline,  Debra  Kirby  and 
Karen  Rowan 


/s/  Mohammed  Khan 


VERIFICATION 


I ,  Elsworth  Smith  Jr.,  verify  that  I  signed  the  foregoing  document,  my  response  to 
Plaintiff  ^^^^^^^April  25,  2017  Interrogatory,  and  that  the  statements  set  forth  in  the 
foregoing  responses  are  true  and  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  information  and 
belief. 


Signature 


Dated:  MtW  30  <ZOJ7 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 

■■■■■■■ 

Plaintiffs, 
vs. 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al. 

Defendants. 

DEFENDANT  KENNETH  YOUNG’S  RESPONSE  TO  PLAINTIFF 
^^^^■FIRST  SET  OF  INTERROGATORIES 

Defendant,  Kenneth  Young,  Jr.,  (herein  “Defendant  Young”  or  “Defendant”),  by 
and  through  one  of  his  attorneys,  and  in  response  to  Plaintiff  Set  of 

Interrogatories,  states  as  follows: 

INTERROGATORIES 

1.  Please  identify  all  persons  who,  to  the  best  of  your  understanding,  have 
knowledge  of  facts  that  relate  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action.  This  request 
includes  but  is  not  limited  to  those  persons  listed  in  the  Defendants’  Rule  26  Initial  Disclosures. 
For  each  person  with  knowledge  responsive  to  this  interrogatory,  please  describe  with 
particularity  any  categories  of  facts  known  by  each  such  person,  including  all  categories  of  facts 
about  which  the  Person  may  be  competent  to  testify  at  trial.  If  this  Interrogatory  is  answered  by 
incorporating  Documents,  please  state  under  oath  whether  there  are  any  categories  of  facts 
known  to  any  witness  relating  to  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action  that  are  not  reflected  in  the 
documents  upon  which  you  rely;  in  the  event  you  fail  to  do  so,  Plaintiff  will  assume  the 
substance  of  the  witnesses’  testimony  is  strictly  limited  to  what  is  contained  in  such  documents. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Young  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  unduly  burdensome, 


No.  16  C  08940 
Judge  Andrea  R.  Wood 


Magistrate  Judge  Sheila  M.  Finnegan 
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because  the  term  “facts  that  relate  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action”  is  vague  and 
open  to  interpretation,  to  the  extent  the  interrogatory  seeks  information  that  is  privileged  and 
beyond  his  personal  knowledge,  and  to  the  extent  it  seeks  information  that  is  more  available  to 
plaintiff.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  premature  given  that  formal  discovery 
has  just  begun  and  Plaintiff  is  likely  in  possession  of  many  relevant  documents  (i.e.,  his  court 
pleadings,  correspondence,  and  other  personal  records)  that  Defendant  has  not  yet  had  an 
opportunity  to  obtain  and  review.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections,  Defendant 
refers  Plaintiff  to  his  Rule  26  disclosure,  Plaintiffs  Rule  26  disclosure,  the  City  of  Chicago’s 
Rule  26  disclosure,  and  all  supplemental  Rule  26  disclosures  that  will  be  made  in  the  case. 

2.  For  any  Document  requested  in  Plaintiffs  discovery  requests  which  has  been  lost, 
discarded  or  destroyed,  please  identify  each  such  document  as  completely  as  possible  and  state 
the  approximate  date  it  was  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed;  the  circumstances  and  manner  in  which 
it  was  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed,  including  the  identities  of  all  persons  involved;  the  reasons  for 
losing,  discarding,  or  destroying  the  Document;  the  identity  of  any  persons  with  knowledge  of  its 
content;  and  the  identity  of  the  last  person  known  to  have  seen  it.  In  answering  this  Interrogatory, 
please  list  all  steps  taken  to  discover  documents  that  have  been  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed,  and 
the  names  of  the  individuals  who  took  those  steps. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Young  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  vague,  unduly 
burdensome,  and  disproportionate  to  the  needs  of  the  case.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections,  Defendant  Smith  is  presently  unaware  of  any  relevant  document  that  has  been  “lost, 
discarded,  or  destroyed.”  Investigation  continues. 

3.  For  any  Affirmative  Defenses  You  have  pled  in  this  matter,  please  describe  the 
entire  factual  basis  or  bases  supporting  those  defenses.  The  information  sought  by  this 
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Interrogatory  is  not  a  mere  recitation  of  the  statutory  sections  invoked.  Plaintiff  requests  that  you 
provide  a  detailed  description  of  every  fact  and  legal  basis  on  which  any  defense,  such  as 
immunity,  for  example,  is  asserted  so  that  Plaintiff  may  have  the  opportunity  to  investigate  by 
way  of  additional  discovery  requests.  For  instance,  if  there  is  any  physical,  documentary,  or 
testimonial  evidence  which  supports  any  such  defense,  please  identify  it  specifically. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Young  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  premature  because  it  is 
propounded  before  he  has  had  the  benefit  of  discovery.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this 
objection,  Defendant  refers  plaintiff  to  his  response  to  interrogatory  number  8,  which  is  hereby 
incorporated  herein  as  if  fully  restated  as  responsive  to  this  interrogatory. 

4.  Please  identify  all  Complaints  that  have  ever  been  made  against  any  of  Police 
Officer  Defendants  relating  to  their  roles  as  law  enforcement  officials  (including  Plaintiffs’ 
Complaint  or  any  Complaints  which  presently  remain  pending),  including  but  not  limited  to  any 
and  all  internal  affairs,  COPA,  IPRA,  OPS,  intra-  or  inter-departmental,  and  citizen  complaints 
alleging  dishonest  behavior,  lying  under  oath,  witness  manipulation,  improper  behavior  during 
interrogations  or  interviews,  use  of  improperly  suggestive,  coercive,  or  torturous  methods  on 
suspects,  arrestees,  or  witnesses,  use  of  excessive  force,  false  arrest,  malicious  prosecution, 
fabrication  or  planting  of  evidence,  concealment  of  evidence,  and  lawsuits  or  administrative 
complaints  filed  in  state  or  federal  courts  or  agencies  alleging  police  misconduct.  A  complete 
answer  to  this  Interrogatory  will  include,  but  is  not  limited  to,  the  following  information: 

(1)  the  date  of  each  Complaint; 

(2)  a  detailed  description  of  the  nature  of  each  Complaint; 

(3)  an  identifying  number  of  each  Complaint;  and, 

(4)  how  each  Complaint  was  resolved,  including  any  discipline  imposed 
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in  connection  with  each  Complaint. 

If  you  do  not  possess  an  identifying  number  of  a  particular  Complaint,  please  investigate 
and  obtain  it. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Young  objects  to  this  interrogatory  to  the  extent  it  seeks 
information  that  is  not  relevant  to  any  claims  or  defenses  in  this  case  and  is  therefore  not 
proportional  to  the  needs  of  this  case.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  seeking 
information  beyond  Defendant’s  personal  knowledge  and  present  recollection.  Defendant  further 
objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  is  overbroad  in  the  scope  of  the  subject  matter  and  time. 
Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections,  Defendant  understands  that  the  City  of  Chicago 
will  be  producing  a  Chicago  Police  Department  Complaint  History  printout  that  may  have 
information  responsive  to  this  interrogatory  and  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  those  documents  as 
his  answer  to  this  interrogatory. 

Answering  further,  Defendant  Young  states  that  the  electronic  docket  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Illinois  indicates  that  he  was  a  defendant  in  a  case  styled  1 :97-cv-02750  Young  v. 
Chgo,  Cty  of,  et  al;  l:03-cv-08291  Sims  v.  Unknown  Ofc,  et  al;  and  l:08-cv-00912  Lewis  et  al  v. 
Matthews  et  al.  Investigation  continues. 

5.  Have  You  had  any  Communication  regarding  ^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^Band/or  any 
allegations  of  misconduct  by  Defendant  Watts  with  any  agent  of  any  other  law  enforcement 
agency  (e.g.,  Cook  County  Sheriff’s  Office,  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office,  FBI, 
DEA,  DOJ,  etc.)?  If  so,  for  each  such  Communication  please: 

(a)  state  with  particularity  the  substance  of  the  Communication; 

(b)  Identify  every  other  Person  involved  in  the  Communication;  and, 

(c)  provide  the  approximate  date,  time,  and  method  (e.g.,  written,  oral,  etc.)  of 
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the  Communication. 


If  you  intend  to  answer  by  reference  to  Documents,  please  state  under  oath  that  the 
documents  contain  all  of  the  information  responsive  to  this  Interrogatory,  and  provide  the 
relevant  Bates  Numbers. 

RESPONSE:  No. 

6.  Please  identify  any  and  all  criminal  convictions  of  any  party  or  witness  with 
knowledge  relating  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  of  this  action.  For  each  such  responsive 
conviction,  identify: 

(a)  the  person  who  has  been  convicted  and  the  nature  of  the  conviction  and 

(b)  the  complete  factual  basis  as  to  why  the  conviction  qualifies  as  admissible 
under  FRE  609. 

Please  be  advised  that  Your  duty  to  supplement  Your  answer  to  this  Interrogatory 
remains  ongoing  as  discovery  progresses,  and  that  Plaintiff  intends  to  move  in  limine  to  bar  any 
references  to  convictions  not  identified  in  the  manner  requested. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Young  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  seeks  disclosure 
of  impeachment  information  beyond  that  which  is  required  by  the  Federal  Rules  of  Civil 
Procedure  and  the  Federal  Rules  of  Evidence.  Defendant  further  objects  to  the  extent  that  this 
information  is  more  available  to  Plaintiff  than  Defendant.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  the  Chicago  Police  Department  Criminal  History  reports 
for  Plaintiffs  and  any  witnesses  in  this  case.  Investigation  continues. 

7.  Identify  every  Person  who  participated  in  any  way  in  the  ^^^Investigations. 
For  each  Person  listed,  please  provide  the  dates  of  the  Person’s  involvement  in  the  investigation 
and  describe  the  tasks  and/or  other  duties  that  he  or  she  performed.  If  you  answer  this 
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Interrogatory  by  referring  to  Documents,  please  affirm  under  oath  that  the  sum  total  of  your 
knowledge  of  Persons  who  participated  in  those  activities  is  contained  in  the  Documents  that  you 
reference. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Young  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  the  terms  “^Hi 
investigation”  and  “who  participated  in  any  way”  are  vague  and  open  to  interpretation,  to  the 
extent  that  it  overbroad,  to  the  extent  the  interrogatory  seeks  information  beyond  his  personal 
knowledge,  and  to  the  extent  it  seeks  information  that  is  more  available  to  plaintiff.  Defendant 
further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  Plaintiff  is  likely  in  possession  of  many  relevant 
documents  (i.e.,  his  court  pleadings,  correspondence,  and  other  personal  records)  that  Defendant 
has  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  to  obtain  and  review.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections.  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  his  Rule  26  disclosure,  Plaintiffs  Rule  26  disclosure,  the 
City  of  Chicago’s  Rule  26  disclosure,  and  all  supplemental  Rule  26  disclosures  that  will  be  made 
in  the  case. 

8.  Do  you  contend  that  Plaintiffs  ^^^^^|and/or  ^^^^^^^Hcommitted  any 
illegal  act  relating  to  the  incidents  in  Plaintiffs’  Complaint?  If  so,  please  describe  each  alleged 
illegal  act  that  You  contend  was  committed  by  ^^Hand/or  ^^^Bprovide  the  complete  factual 
basis  for  Your  contention,  and  identify  all  evidence  and  witnesses  upon  which  You  may  rely  to 
support  Your  contention. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Young  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  calls  for  a 
narrative  response  that  is  better  suited  for  a  deposition.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this 
interrogatory  as  premature  given  that  formal  discovery  has  just  begun  and  Defendant’s 
investigation  is  ongoing.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection,  Defendant  responds  in 
the  affirmative.  Responding  further,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  the  arrest  reports  of  Plaintiffs, 
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the  associated  inventory  reports,  the  official  charging  documents,  grand  jury  transcripts  believed 
to  be  in  the  possession  of  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office,  and  the  transcripts  of 
Plaintiffs  criminal  trial. 

9.  State  whether  any  of  the  Police  Officer  Defendants  acted  inconsistently  with  acted 

inconsistently  with  any  of  the  policies,  customs,  or  practices  of  the  City  of  Chicago  (formal  or 
informal,  written  or  unwritten)  at  any  time  encounters  with  Plaintiffs  that  are  described  in 
Plaintiffs’  Complaints.  If  the  answer  is  in  the  affirmative,  please: 

(a)  identify  any  particular  policy,  custom,  or  practice  which,  to  your  knowledge  was 
violated; 

(b)  describe  the  circumstances  and  manner  in  which  said  policy  custom,  or  practice 
was  violated;  and, 

(c)  state  whether  any  discipline  resulted  from  that  violation. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Young  objects  to  this  interrogatory  to  the  extent  it  seeks 
information  that  is  not  relevant  to  any  claims  or  defenses  in  this  case  and  is  therefore  not 
proportional  to  the  needs  of  this  case.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection,  to  the  best 
of  Defendant’s  personal  knowledge,  recollection  and  observations,  neither  he  nor  any  of  the 
other  Defendants  acted  inconsistently  with  any  of  the  City  of  Chicago’s  policies,  customs,  or 
practices  at  any  time  specified  in  this  interrogatory. 

Respectfully  submitted, 


/s/  Avi  Kamionski 
Avi  Kamionski 

Andrew  M.  Hale 

Amy  A.  Hijjawi 

Avi  T.  Kamionski 

Shneur  Nathan 

Jennifer  Bitoy 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Suite  330 

Chicago,  IL  60603 

312-341-9646 
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VERIFICATION 


I,  Kenneth  Young,  verify  that  I  signed  the  foregoing  document,  my  Responses  and  Objections  to 
Plaintiffs  First  Set  and  Additional  Set  of  Interrogatories,  and  that  the  statements  set  forth  in  the  foregoing 
responses  are  true  and  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  information  and  belief. 


Dated:  <2/  /V\A/U  /  *7 


CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE 


The  undersigned  hereby  certifies  that  on  March  24,  2017  he  sent  via  e-mail  a  copy  of 
Defendant  Kenneth  Young 's  Response  to  Plaintiff^^^^^^^^First  Set  of  Interrogatories  to 
counsel  of  record  below: 


Jonathan  Loevy 

Russell  Ainsworth 
Elizabeth  Mazur 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
3 1 1  N.  Aberdeen,  3rd  Floor 
Chicago,  IL  60607 
_ion@loevY.com 
iosh@loevy.com 
rus5ell@Ioevy.CQm 
clizabethm@loevv.cQm 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff^ || 


Brian  Gainer 
Monica  Gutowski 
Kevin  Pacini 
Johnson  &  Bell,  Ltd. 

33  W.  Monroe  St.,  Suite  2700 
Chicago,  IL  60603 
izainer@ibld.com 
autowskmi@ibkd.com 
paclnik@ibld.com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Ronald 
Watts 


Elizabeth  Wang 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
2060  Broadway,  Suite  460 
Boulder,  CO  80302 
el  izabethw@loevv.com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiffs 


Gary  Ravitz 
Eric  Palles 
Ravitz  &  Palles,  P.C. 

203  N.  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  2100 
Chicago,  IL  60601 
gravitz@ravitzpa1  les.com 
epalles@ravitzpalles.com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Kallatt 
Mohammed 


Terrence  Bums 
Paul  Michalik 
Daniel  Noland 
Molly  Thompson 
t  b  n  ms  @  dy  kem  a  xom 
pmichal  ik@dvkema.com 
dnoland@dvkemaxQm 
methomDson@dykemaxom 

Attorneys  for  City  of  Chicago , 
Philip  Cline ,  Debra  Kirby  and 
Karen  Rowan 


/s/  Avi  T.  Kamionski 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 


Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al. 

Defendants. 


) 

)  No.  16  C  08940 

) 

)  Judge  Andrea  R.  Wood 

) 

) 

)  Magistrate  Judge  Sheila  M.  Finnegan 

) 

) 


DEFENDANT  KENNETH  YOUNG’S  RESPONSE  TO  PLAINTIFF 
^——ADDITIONAL  INTERROGATORIES 


Defendant,  Kenneth  Young,  by  and  through  one  of  his  attorneys,  and  in  response 
to  Plaintiff  ^^^^^^^^Additional  Interrogatories,  states  as  follows: 

INTERROGATORIES 

_ 1.  Have  you  ever  given  false  testimony  in  a  criminal  proceeding  against  m 

l^Ulf  so,  state  the  approximate  date  such  testimony  was  given  and  the  subject  matter  of  the 
false  testimony. 

RESPONSE:  No 

2.  Have  you  ever  planted  drugs  or  guns  on  a  civilian,  seen  another  police  officer 
plant  drugs  or  guns  on  a  civilian,  and/or  directed  another  police  officer  to  plant  drugs  or  guns 
on  a  civilian?  If  so,  for  each  instance,  state: 

a)  the  complete  nature  of  the  action(s)  that  You  and  any  other  police  officer  took; 

a)  Identify  the  person  on  whom  you  planted  drugs  or  guns,  and 

c)  state  the  approximate  date,  time,  and  location  of  any  such  action(s). 


RESPONSE:  No 


in  or  around  either  of  the  following  dates:  (a) 


3.  Did  you  plant  drugs  on  El 
March  23,  2005;  (b)  December  11, 2005? 

RESPONSE:  No 


Respectfully  submitted, 


/s/Avi  Kamionski 
Avi  Kamionski 


Andrew  M.  Hale 

Amy  A.  Hijjawi 

Avi  T.  Kamionski 

Shneur  Nathan 

Jennifer  Bitoy 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Suite  330 

Chicago,  IL  60603 

312-341-9646 
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VERIFICATION 

I,  Kenneth  Young,  verify  that  I  signed  the  foregoing  document,  my  Responses  and  Objections  to 
Plaintiffs  First  Set  and  Additional  Set  of  Interrogatories,  and  that  the  statements  set  forth  in  the  foregoing 
responses  are  true  and  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  information  and  belief. 


Dated:  <3/ /Y\A/U  /~7 


CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE 


The  undersigned  hereby  certifies  that  on  March  24,  2017  he  sent  via  e-mail  a  copy  of 
Defendant  Kenneth  Young's  Response  to  Plaintijf^^^^^^s  Additional  Interrogatories  to 
counsel  of  record  below: 


Jonathan  Loevy 

Russell  Ainsworth 
Elizabeth  Mazur 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
3 1 1  N.  Aberdeen,  3rd  Floor 
Chicago,  IL  60607 
ion@lQevy.com 
iosh@loevy.com 
russell@toevv.com 
eiizabethm@ioevv.com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff Hi 


Brian  Gainer 
Monica  Gutowski 
Kevin  Pacini 
Johnson  &  Bell,  Ltd. 

33  W.  Monroe  St,  Suite  2700 
Chicago,  IL  60603 
gaincr@ibltd.com 
gutowskim@jbltd.cpm 
pacimk@i  bltd.com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Ronald 
Watts 


Elizabeth  Wang 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
2060  Broadway,  Suite  460 
Boulder,  CO  80302 
elizabetlnv@locvy.com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiffs 


Gary  Ravitz 

Eric  Palles 

Ravitz  &  Palles,  P.C. 

203  N.  LaSalle  St,  Suite  2100 
Chicago,  IL  60601 
gray  i  tz@r  a  v  i  t  zp  a  1 1  es .  com 
cp  a  I  le  s  @r  a  v  i  t zga  1 1  cs .  c om 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Kallatt 
Mohammed 


Terrence  Bums 
Paul  Michalik 
Daniel  Noland 
Molly  Thompson 
t  b  u  ms  @dv  k  em  a .  c  om 
pmichai  ik@dvkcma.com 
d  n  o  1  an  d  @d  y  kem  a .  c  om 
iiielhmiipson@dykema.com 

Attorneys  for  City  of  Chicago , 
Philip  Cline,  Debra  Kirby  and 
Karen  Rowan 


/s/  Avi  T.  Kamionski 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 


)  No.  16  C  08940 

Plaintiffs,  ) 

)  Judge  Andrea  R.  Wood 

vs.  ) 

) 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al.  )  Magistrate  Judge  Sheila  M.  Finnegan 

) 

Defendants,  ) 

DEFENDANT  KENNETH  YOUNG  JR.’S  RESPONSE  TO 
I  M  II  I  III  I  il  III  1  2017  INTERROGATORY 


Defendant,  Kenneth  Young  Jr.,  by  his  undersigned  attorneys,  hereby  responds  to  Plaintiff 


pril  25,  2017  Interrogatory  as  follows: 


INTERROGATORIES 


1.  Have  you  ever  communicated  with  (either  directly  or  through  a  legal  representative) 
any  federal  investigator  or  prosecutor  regarding  alleged  corruption  and/or  misconduct  of  any  of 
the  Defendant  Police  Officers  in  this  case?  If  so,  please  state:  (a)  the  approximate  dates(s)  that 
the  communication(s)  occurred;  (b)  the  subject  of  the  communication(s);  (c)  provide  a 
substantive  summary  of  the  statements  you  made  in  connection  with  the  communication(s);  (d) 
identify  all  persons  present  for  and/or  privy  to  the  communication(s);  (e)  state  whether  the 
communication(s)  was  recorded  in  any  way,  and,  if  so,  how. 

RESPONSE:  No. 


Respectfully  submitted, 

Isl Mohammed  Khan _ 

One  of  the  Attorneys  for 
Defendant  Kenneth  Young  Jr. 

Andrew  M.  Hale 

Amy  A.  Hijjawi 

Jennifer  Bitoy 

Mohammed  Khan 

Alexander  Tapling 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Suite  330 

Chicago,  IL  60603 

(312)  341-9646 


CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE 


The  undersigned  hereby  certifies  that  on  June  30,  2017  he  sent  via  e-mail  a  copy  of  Defendant 
Kenneth  Young,  Jr.  ’s  Response  to  Plaintiff^^^^^^^April  25,  201 7  Interrogatory  to  counsel  of  record 
below: 


Jonathan  Loevy 

Russell  Ainsworth 

Elizabeth  Mazur 

Loevy  &  Loevy 

31 1  N.  Aberdeen,  3rd  Floor 

Chicago,  1L  60607 

ion@ioevyxom 

iosh@lQevv.coni 

russelI@locvy.com 

elizabethm@loevv.com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff 


Brian  Gainer 
Monica  Gutowski 
Kevin  Pacini 
Johnson  &  Bell,  Ltd. 

33  W.  Monroe  St.,  Suite  2700 
Chicago,  IL  60603 
aamer@ibltd.com 
nutow5kim@jbl1d.com 
pacmik@iblldxom 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Ronald 
Watts 


Elizabeth  Wang 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
2060  Broadway,  Suite  460 
Boulder,  CO  80302 
el  izabelhw@loevy.com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiffs 


Gary  Ravitz 
Eric  Palles 
Emily  Farr 
Ravitz  &  Palles,  P.C. 

203  N.  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  2100 
Chicago,  IL  60601 
aravilz@ravitzpaUes.com 
epalles@ravitzpailes.com 
e  tarrfMravi  1  zpa  1  les.com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Kallatt 
Mohammed 


Terrence  Burns 

Paul  Michalik 

Daniel  Noland 

Molly  Thompson 

Dykema  Gossett  PLLC 

10  S.  Wacker  Dr.,  Suite  2300 

Chicago,  IL  60606 

tburns@dvkema.com 

pinichalik@dykema.com 

dnoland@dykenia.com 

methompsQn@ciykema.com 

Attorneys  for  City  of  Chicago, 
Philip  Cline,  Debra  Kirby  and 
Karen  Rowan 


/s/  Mohammed  Khan 


VUkU  &  \ 1  h  MS 


I  -  vcHh  thfli  |  ^(ictj  ihc  ftKC#L}ln$  tlixumctu  m>  rv^mv  «r 

pUnljfl  BCTfij&SiJ  April  25,  201 7  f n torropltify,  ititdl  that  ihc  sittiemcnK  vt*i  fisrth  In  Ihc 
rc^fHKi^A  arc  true  amt  accurate  i»  ihc  hest  *vf  my  Vm^kxltTs  mhfirn*t»)ft  and 

hdicl 
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IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 

Plaintiffs, 
vs. 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al. 

Defendants, 

DEFENDANTS  BRIAN  BOLTON’S  RESPONSE  TO  PLAINTIFF 
^^^^■FIRST  SET  OF  INTERROGATORIES 

Defendant,  Brian  Bolton,  (herein  “Defendant  Bolton”  or  “Defendant”),  by  and 
through  one  of  his  attorneys,  and  in  response  to  Plaintiff  i rst  Set  of 

Interrogatories,  states  as  follows: 

INTERROGATORIES 

1.  Please  identify  all  persons  who,  to  the  best  of  your  understanding,  have 
knowledge  of  facts  that  relate  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action.  This  request 
includes  but  is  not  limited  to  those  persons  listed  in  the  Defendants’  Rule  26  Initial  Disclosures. 
For  each  person  with  knowledge  responsive  to  this  interrogatory,  please  describe  with 
particularity  any  categories  of  facts  known  by  each  such  person,  including  all  categories  of  facts 
about  which  the  Person  may  be  competent  to  testify  at  trial,  If  this  Interrogatory  is  answered  by 
incorporating  Documents,  please  state  under  oath  whether  there  are  any  categories  of  facts 
known  to  any  witness  relating  to  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action  that  are  not  reflected  in  the 
documents  upon  which  you  rely;  in  (he  event  you  fail  to  do  so.  Plaintiff  will  assume  the 
substance  of  the  witnesses’  testimony  is  strictly  limited  to  what  is  contained  in  such  documents, 
RESPONSE:  Defendant  Bolton  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  unduly  burdensome, 


No.  16  C  08940 
Judge  Andrea  R.  Wood 

Magistrate  Judge  Sheila  M.  Finnegan 
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LOGi-isimh 

Attachment  'pi— 


because  the  term  “facts  that  relate  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action”  is  vague  and 
open  to  interpretation,  to  the  extent  the  interrogatory  seeks  information  that  is  privileged  and 
beyond  his  personal  knowledge,  and  to  the  extent  it  seeks  information  that  is  more  available  to 
plaintiff.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  premature  given  that  formal  discovery 
has  just  begun  and  Plaintiff  is  likely  in  possession  of  many  relevant  documents  (i.e.,  his  court 
pleadings,  correspondence,  and  other  personal  records)  that  Defendant  has  not  yet  had  an 
opportunity  to  obtain  and  review.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections,  Defendant 
refers  Plaintiff  to  his  Rule  26  disclosure,  Plaintiffs  Rule  26  disclosure,  the  City  of  Chicago’s 
Rule  26  disclosure,  and  all  supplemental  Rule  26  disclosures  that  will  be  made  in  the  case. 

2.  For  any  Document  requested  in  Plaintiffs  discovery  requests  which  has  been  lost, 
discarded  or  destroyed,  please  identify  each  such  document  as  completely  as  possible  and  state 
the  approximate  date  it  was  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed;  the  circumstances  and  manner  in  which 
it  was  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed,  including  the  identities  of  all  persons  involved;  the  reasons  for 
losing,  discarding,  or  destroying  the  Document;  the  identity  of  any  persons  with  knowledge  of  its  content; 
and  the  identity  of  the  last  person  known  to  have  seen  it.  In  answering  this  Interrogatory,  please  list  all 
steps  taken  to  discover  documents  that  have  been  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed,  and  the  names  of  the 
individuals  who  took  those  steps. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Bolton  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  vague,  unduly  burdensome, 
and  disproportionate  to  the  needs  of  the  case.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections,  Defendant 
Smith  is  presently  unaware  of  any  relevant  document  that  has  been  “lost,  discarded,  or 
destroyed.”  Investigation  continues. 

3.  For  any  Affirmative  Defenses  You  have  pled  in  this  matter,  please  describe  the 
entire  factual  basis  or  bases  supporting  those  defenses.  The  information  sought  by  this 
Interrogatory  is  not  a  mere  recitation  of  the  statutory  sections  invoked.  Plaintiff  requests  that  you 
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provide  a  detailed  description  of  every  fact  and  legal  basis  on  which  any  defense,  such  as 
immunity,  for  example,  is  asserted  so  that  Plaintiff  may  have  the  opportunity  to  investigate  by 
way  of  additional  discovery  requests.  For  instance,  if  there  is  any  physical,  documentary,  or 
testimonial  evidence  which  supports  any  such  defense,  please  identify  it  specifically. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Bolton  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  premature  because  it  is 
propounded  before  he  has  had  the  benefit  of  discovery.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection, 
Defendant  refers  plaintiff  to  his  response  to  interrogatory  number  8,  which  is  hereby  incorporated  herein 
as  if  fully  restated  as  responsive  to  this  interrogatory. 

4.  Please  identify  all  Complaints  that  have  ever  been  made  against  any  of  Police 
Officer  Defendants  relating  to  their  roles  as  law  enforcement  officials  (including  Plaintiffs’ 
Complaint  or  any  Complaints  which  presently  remain  pending),  including  but  not  limited  to  any 
and  all  internal  affairs,  COPA,  IPRA,  OPS,  intra-  or  inter-departmental,  and  citizen  complaints 
alleging  dishonest  behavior,  lying  under  oath,  witness  manipulation,  improper  behavior  during 
interrogations  or  interviews,  use  of  improperly  suggestive,  coercive,  or  torturous  methods  on 
suspects,  arrestees,  or  witnesses,  use  of  excessive  force,  false  arrest,  malicious  prosecution, 
fabrication  or  planting  of  evidence,  concealment  of  evidence,  and  lawsuits  or  administrative 
complaints  filed  in  state  or  federal  courts  or  agencies  alleging  police  misconduct.  A  complete 
answer  to  this  Interrogatory  will  include,  but  is  not  limited  to,  the  following  information: 

(1)  the  date  of  each  Complaint; 

(2)  a  detailed  description  of  the  nature  of  each  Complaint; 

(3)  an  identifying  number  of  each  Complaint;  and, 

(4)  how  each  Complaint  was  resolved,  including  any  discipline  imposed 
in  connection  with  each  Complaint. 

If  you  do  not  possess  an  identifying  number  of  a  particular  Complaint,  please  investigate 
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and  obtain  it. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Bolton  objects  to  this  interrogatory  to  the  extent  it  seeks 
information  that  is  not  relevant  to  any  claims  or  defenses  in  this  case  and  is  therefore  not 
proportional  to  the  needs  of  this  case.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  seeking 
information  beyond  Defendant’s  personal  knowledge  and  present  recollection.  Defendant  further 
objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  is  overbroad  in  the  scope  of  the  subject  matter  and  time. 
Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections,  Defendant  understands  that  the  City  of  Chicago 
will  be  producing  a  Chicago  Police  Department  Complaint  History  printout  that  may  have 
information  responsive  to  this  interrogatory  and  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  those  documents  as 
his  answer  to  this  interrogatory. 

Answering  further,  Defendant  Bolton  states  that  the  electronic  docket  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Illinois  indicates  that  he  was  a  defendant  in  a  case  styled  l:00-cv-07145  Dillon  v. 
Bryan ,  et  al;  l:06-cv-05925  Adduci  et  al  v.  City  of  Chicago  et  al  (Plaintiff);  l:03-cv-08291  Sims 
v.  Unknown  Ofc,  et  al;  l:08-cv-00858  Camp  v.  City  of  Chicago  et  al;  and  l:10-cv-02281  Martin 
v.  Gonzalez  et  al.  Investigation  continues. 

5.  Have  You  had  any  Communication  regarding  ^^^^^^^^^^^^^^|and/or  any 
allegations  of  misconduct  by  Defendant  Watts  with  any  agent  of  any  other  law  enforcement 
agency  (e.g..  Cook  County  Sheriffs  Office,  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office,  FBI, 
DEA,  DOJ,  etc.)?  If  so,  for  each  such  Communication  please: 

(a)  state  with  particularity  the  substance  of  the  Communication; 

(b)  Identify  every  other  Person  involved  in  the  Communication;  and, 

(c)  provide  tire  approximate  date,  time,  and  method  (e.g.,  written,  oral,  etc.)  of 

the  Communication. 
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If  you  intend  to  answer  by  reference  to  Documents,  please  state  under  oath  that  the 
documents  contain  all  of  the  information  responsive  to  this  Interrogatory,  and  provide  the 
relevant  Bates  Numbers. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Bolton  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  unduly  burdensome  and 
because  it  calls  for  a  narrative  response  that  is  better  suited  for  a  deposition.  Subject  to  and 
without  waiving  these  objections,  Defendant  Bolton  states  that  to  the  best  of  his  recollection  in 
February  2012  or  2013  he  met  with  FBI  Special  Agent  Craig  Flenderson,  another  FBI  agent  and 
an  FOP  representative.  The  meeting  was  in  downtown  Chicago  and  lasted  about  an  hour. 
During  that  meeting  Mr.  Bolton  was  questioned  abut  his  relationship  with  Defendants  Watts  and 
Mohammed  and  whether  he  ever  witnessed  them  engage  in  any  illegal  activity.  Mr.  Bolton 
denied  ever  witnessing  Defendants  Watts  or  Mohammed  conduct  any  illegal  activity. 

6.  Please  identify  any  and  all  criminal  convictions  of  any  party  or  witness  with 
knowledge  relating  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  of  this  action.  For  each  such  responsive 
conviction,  identify: 

(a)  the  person  who  has  been  convicted  and  the  nature  of  the  conviction  and 

(b)  the  complete  factual  basis  as  to  why  the  conviction  qualifies  as  admissible 
under  FRE  609. 

Please  be  advised  that  Your  duty  to  supplement  Your  answer  to  this  Interrogatory 
remains  ongoing  as  discovery  progresses,  and  that  Plaintiff  intends  to  move  in  limine  to  bar  any 
references  to  convictions  not  identified  in  the  manner  requested. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Bolton  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  seeks  disclosure 
of  impeachment  information  beyond  that  which  is  required  by  the  Federal  Rules  of  Civil 
Procedure  and  the  Federal  Rules  of  Evidence,  Defendant  further  objects  to  the  extent  that  this 
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information  is  more  available  to  Plaintiff  than  Defendant.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  the  Chicago  Police  Department  Criminal  History  reports 
for  Plaintiffs  and  any  witnesses  in  this  case.  Investigation  continues. 

7.  Identify  every  Person  who  participated  in  any  way  in  the  ^^Hlnvcstigations . 
For  each  Person  listed,  please  provide  the  dates  of  the  Person’s  involvement  in  the  investigation 
and  describe  the  tasks  and/or  other  duties  that  he  or  she  performed.  If  you  answer  this 
Interrogatory  by  referring  to  Documents,  please  affirm  under  oath  that  the  sum  total  of  your 
knowledge  of  Persons  who  participated  in  those  activities  is  contained  in  the  Documents  that  you 
reference. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Bolton  objects  to  this  interrogatory  bbecause  the  terms 
investigation”  and  “who  participated  in  any  way”  are  vague  and  open  to  interpretation,  to  the 
extent  that  it  overbroad,  to  the  extent  the  interrogatory  seeks  information  beyond  his  personal 
knowledge,  and  to  the  extent  it  seeks  information  that  is  more  available  to  plaintiff.  Defendant 
further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  Plaintiff  is  likely  in  possession  of  many  relevant 
documents  (i.e.,  his  court  pleadings,  correspondence,  and  other  personal  records)  that  Defendant 
has  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  to  obtain  and  review.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  his  Rule  26  disclosure,  Plaintiffs  Rule  26  disclosure,  the 
City  of  Chicago’s  Rule  26  disclosure,  and  all  supplemental  Rule  26  disclosures  that  will  be  made 
in  the  case. 

8.  Do  you  contend  that  Plaintiffs  ^^^^^|and/or  ^^^^|^^|committed  any 
illegal  act  relating  to  the  incidents  in  Plaintiffs’  Complaint?  If  so,  please  describe  each  alleged 
illegal  act  that  You  contend  was  committed  by  ^^|and/or  ^^^^rovide  the  complete  factual 
basis  for  Your  contention,  and  identify  all  evidence  and  witnesses  upon  which  You  may  rely  to 
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support  Your  contention, 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Bolton  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  calls  for  a 
narrative  response  that  is  better  suited  for  a  deposition.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this 
interrogatory  as  premature  given  that  formal  discovery  has  just  begun  and  Defendant’s 
investigation  is  ongoing.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection,  Defendant  responds  in 
the  affirmative.  Responding  further,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  the  arrest  reports  of  Plaintiffs, 
the  associated  inventory  reports,  the  official  charging  documents,  grand  jury  transcripts  believed 
to  be  in  the  possession  of  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office,  and  the  transcripts  of 
Plaintiff’s  criminal  trial. 

9.  State  whether  any  of  the  Police  Officer  Defendants  acted  inconsistently  with  acted 
inconsistently  with  any  of  the  policies,  customs,  or  practices  of  the  City  of  Chicago  (formal  or 
informal,  written  or  unwritten)  at  any  time  encounters  with  Plaintiffs  that  are  described  in 
Plaintiffs’  Complaints.  If  the  answer  is  in  the  affirmative,  please: 

(a)  identify  any  particular  policy,  custom,  or  practice  which,  to  your  knowledge  was 
violated; 

(b)  describe  the  circumstances  and  manner  in  which  said  policy  custom,  or  practice 
was  violated;  and, 

(c)  state  whether  any  discipline  resulted  from  that  violation. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Bolton  objects  to  this  interrogatory  to  the  extent  it  seeks 
information  that  is  not  relevant  to  any  claims  or  defenses  in  this  case  and  is  therefore  not 
proportional  to  the  needs  of  this  case.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection,  to  the  best 
of  Defendant’s  personal  knowledge,  recollection  and  observations,  neither  he  nor  any  of  the 
other  Defendants  acted  inconsistently  with  any  of  the  City  of  Chicago’s  policies,  customs,  or 
practices  at  any  time  specified  in  this  interrogatory, 

Respectfully  submitted, 
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/s/  Avi  Kamionski 
Avi  Kamionski 


Andrew  M.  Hale 

Avi  T.  Kamionski 

Shneur  Nathan 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Suite  330 

Chicago,  IL  60603 

312-341-9646 
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VERIFICATION 


I,  Brian  Bolton,  verily  that  I  signed  the  foregoing  document,  my  Responses  and  Objections  to 
Plaintiffs  First  Set  of  interrogatories,  and  that  the  statements  set  forth  in  the  foregoing  responses  are  true 
and  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  information  and  belief. 


Signal  urc 


Dated:.  /? 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 


Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al. 

Defendants. 


) 

)  No.  16  C  08940 

) 

)  Judge  Andrea  R.  Wood 

) 

) 

)  Magistrate  Judge  Sheila  M.  Finnegan 

) 

) 


DEFENDANT  BRIAN  BOLTON’S  RESPONSE  TO 
PLAINTIFF  ^^^^MAPRIL  25,  2017  INTERROGATORY 


Defendant,  Brian  Bolton,  by  his  undersigned  attorneys,  hereby  responds  to 
Plaintiff  ^^^^^^^April  25,  2017  Interrogatory  as  follows: 

INTERROGATORIES 


1 .  Have  you  ever  communicated  with  (either  directly  or  through  a  legal  representative) 
any  federal  investigator  or  prosecutor  regarding  alleged  corruption  and/or  misconduct  of  any  of 
the  Defendant  Police  Officers  in  this  case?  If  so,  please  state:  (a)  the  approximate  dates(s)  that 
the  communication(s)  occurred;  (b)  the  subject  of  the  communication(s);  (c)  provide  a 
substantive  summary  of  the  statements  you  made  in  connection  with  the  communication(s);  (d) 
identify  all  persons  present  for  and/or  privy  to  the  communication(s);  (e)  state  whether  the 
communication(s)  was  recorded  in  any  way,  and,  if  so,  how. 

RESPONSE:  In  response  to  subparts  (a)-(d),  Defendant  Bolton  refers  Plaintiff  to  his 
response  to  Interrogatory  No.  5  of  Plaintiff  ^^^^^^jFirst  Set  of  Interrogatories.  Additionally, 
Defendant  Bolton  has  no  knowledge  or  recollection  of  whether  this  conversation  was  recorded. 


Respectfully  submitted, 


/s  /Mohammed  Khan 
One  of  the  Attorneys  for 
Defendant  Brian  Bolton 


Andrew  M.  Hale 

Amy  A.  Hijjawi 

Jennifer  Bitoy 

Mohammed  Khan 

Alexander  Tapling 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Suite  330 

Chicago,  IL  60603 

(312) 341-9646 
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CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE 


The  undersigned  hereby  certifies  that  on  June  30,  2017  he  sent  via  e-mail  a  copy  of  Defendant 
Brian  Bolton ’s  Response  to  Plaintiff  25,  201 7  Interrogatory  to  counsel  of  record 

below: 


Jonathan  Loevy 

Russell  Ainsworth 
Elizabeth  Mazur 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
31 1  N.  Aberdeen,  3rd  Floor 
Chicago,  IL  60607 
iQn@loevvxom 
iosh@  loevy  xom 
mssell@Joevy.com 
el  izabet  hm@!  oevv  .com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff^/j 


Brian  Gainer 
Monica  Gutowski 
Kevin  Pacini 
Johnson  &  Bell,  Ltd. 

33  W.  Monroe  St.,  Suite  2700 
Chicago,  IL  60603 
gainer@i  bltd.com 
Rutowskim@jbltdxoiTt 
pacinik@ibltdxom 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Ronald 
Watts 


Elizabeth  Wang 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
2060  Broadway,  Suite  460 
Boulder,  CO  80302 
el  i  zabeth  w@l  oevv.com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiffs 


Gary  Ravitz 
Eric  Palles 
Emily  Farr 
Ravitz  &  Palles,  P.C. 

203  N.  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  2100 
Chicago,  IL  60601 
gravitz@ravil2palfesxom 
epalfes@ravit2pallcs.com 
e  farr@ra  vttzpal  I  es .  com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Kallatt 
Mohammed 


Terrence  Burns 
Paul  Michalik 
Daniel  Noland 
Molly  Thompson 
Dykema  Gossett  PLLC 
10  S.  Wacker  Dr.,  Suite  2300 
Chicago,  IL  60606 
tbums@dvkema.com 
pmichalik@dykema.com 
d  noland@dv  ke  ma.com 
methonipson@d vkema.com 

Attorneys  for  City  of  Chicago , 
Philip  Cline ,  Debra  Kirby  and 
Karen  Rowan 


/s/  Mohammed  Khan 
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VERIFICATION 


_ I,  Brian  Bolton,  verify  that  I  signed  the  foregoing  document,  my  response  to  Plaintiff 

HHHHApnl  25, 2017  Interrogatory,  and  that  the  statements  set  forth  in  the  foregoing 
responses  are  true  and  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  information  and  belief. 


Signature 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 

and 

Plaintiffs, 
vs. 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al. 

Defendants. 

DEFENDANT  EDWARD  GRIFFIN’S  RESPONSE  TO  PLAINTIFF 
^^^^■FIRST  SET  OF  INTERROGATORIES 

Defendant,  Edward  Griffin,  (herein  “Defendant  Griffin”  or  “Defendant”),  by  and 
through  one  of  his  attorneys,  and .  in  response  to  Plaintiff  Set  of 

Interrogatories,  states  as  follows: 

INTERROGATORIES 

1.  Please  identify  all  persons  who,  to  the  best  of  your  understanding,  have 
knowledge  of  facts  that  relate  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action.  This  request 
includes  but  is  not  limited  to  those  persons  listed  in  the  Defendants’  Rule  26  Initial  Disclosures. 
For  each  person  with  knowledge  responsive  to  this  interrogatory,  please  describe  with 
particularity  any  categories  of  facts  known  by  each  such  person,  including  all  categories  of  facts 
about  which  the  Person  may  be  competent  to  testify  at  trial.  If  this  Interrogatory  is  answered  by 
incorporating  Documents,  please  state  under  oath  whether  there  are  any  categories  of  facts 
known  to  any  witness  relating  to  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action  that  are  not  reflected  in  the 
documents  upon  which  you  rely;  in  the  event  you  fail  to  do  so,  Plaintiff  will  assume  the 
substance  of  the  witnesses’  testimony  is  strictly  limited  to  what  is  contained  in  such  documents. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Griffin  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  unduly  burdensome, 


No.  16  C  08940 
Judge  Andrea  R.  Wood 

Magistrate  Judge  Sheila  M.  Finnegan 


LOG#  ITOJ. 
Attachment-^!- 


because  the  term  “facts  that  relate  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action”  is  vague  and 
open  to  interpretation,  to  the  extent  the  interrogatory  seeks  information  that  is  privileged  and 
beyond  his  personal  knowledge,  and  to  the  extent  it  seeks  information  that  is  more  available  to 
plaintiff.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  premature  given  that  formal  discovery 
has  just  begun  and  Plaintiff  is  likely  in  possession  of  many  relevant  documents  (i.e.,  his  court 
pleadings,  correspondence,  and  other  personal  records)  that  Defendant  has  not  yet  had  an 
opportunity  to  obtain  and  review.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections.  Defendant 
refers  Plaintiff  to  his  Rule  26  disclosure,  Plaintiffs  Rule  26  disclosure,  the  City  of  Chicago’s 
Rule  26  disclosure,  and  all  supplemental  Rule  26  disclosures  that  will  be  made  in  the  case. 

2.  For  any  Document  requested  in  Plaintiffs  discovery  requests  which  has  been  lost, 
discarded  or  destroyed,  please  identify  each  such  document  as  completely  as  possible  and  state 
the  approximate  date  it  was  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed;  the  circumstances  and  manner  in  which 
it  was  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed,  including  the  identities  of  all  persons  involved;  the  reasons  for 
losing,  discarding,  or  destroying  the  Document;  the  identity  of  any  persons  with  knowledge  of  its 
content;  and  the  identity  of  the  last  person  known  to  have  seen  it.  In  answering  this  Interrogatory, 
please  list  all  steps  taken  to  discover  documents  that  have  been  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed,  and 
the  names  of  the  individuals  who  took  those  steps. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Griffin  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  vague,  unduly 
burdensome,  and  disproportionate  to  the  needs  of  the  case.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections,  Defendant  is  presently  unaware  of  any  relevant  document  that  has  been  “lost, 
discarded,  or  destroyed.”  Investigation  continues. 

3.  For  any  Affirmative  Defenses  You  have  pled  in  this  matter,  please  describe  the 
entire  factual  basis  or  bases  supporting  those  defenses.  The  information  sought  by  this 
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Interrogatory  is  not  a  mere  recitation  of  the  statutory  sections  invoked.  Plaintiff  requests  that  you 
provide  a  detailed  description  of  every  fact  and  legal  basis  on  which  any  defense,  such  as 
immunity,  for  example,  is  asserted  so  that  Plaintiff  may  have  the  opportunity  to  investigate  by 
way  of  additional  discovery  requests.  For  instance,  if  there  is  any  physical,  documentary,  or 
testimonial  evidence  which  supports  any  such  defense,  please  identify  it  specifically. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Griffin  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  premature  because  it  is 
propounded  before  he  has  had  the  benefit  of  discovery.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this 
objection,  Defendant  refers  plaintiff  to  his  response  to  interrogatory  number  8,  which  is  hereby 
incorporated  herein  as  if  fully  restated  as  responsive  to  this  interrogatory. 

4.  Please  identify  all  Complaints  that  have  ever  been  made  against  any  of  Police 
Officer  Defendants  relating  to  their  roles  as  law  enforcement  officials  (including  Plaintiffs’ 
Complaint  or  any  Complaints  which  presently  remain  pending),  including  but  not  limited  to  any 
and  all  internal  affairs,  COPA,  IPRA,  OPS,  intra-  or  inter-departmental,  and  citizen  complaints 
alleging  dishonest  behavior,  lying  under  oath,  witness  manipulation,  improper  behavior  during 
interrogations  or  interviews,  use  of  improperly  suggestive,  coercive,  or  torturous  methods  on 
suspects,  arrestees,  or  witnesses,  use  of  excessive  force,  false  arrest,  malicious  prosecution, 
fabrication  or  planting  of  evidence,  concealment  of  evidence,  and  lawsuits  or  administrative 
complaints  filed  in  state  or  federal  courts  or  agencies  alleging  police  misconduct.  A  complete 
answer  to  this  Interrogatory  will  include,  but  is  not  limited  to,  the  following  information: 

(1)  the  date  of  each  Complaint; 

(2)  a  detailed  description  of  the  nature  of  each  Complaint; 

(3)  an  identifying  number  of  each  Complaint;  and, 

(4)  how  each  Complaint  was  resolved,  including  any  discipline  imposed 
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in  connection  with  each  Complaint. 

If  you  do  not  possess  an  identifying  number  of  a  particular  Complaint,  please  investigate 
and  obtain  it. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Griffin  objects  to  this  interrogatory  to  the  extent  it  seeks 
information  that  is  not  relevant  to  any  claims  or  defenses  in  this  case  and  is  therefore  not 
proportional  to  the  needs  of  this  case.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  seeking 
information  beyond  Defendant’s  personal  knowledge  and  present  recollection.  Defendant  further 
objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  is  overbroad  in  the  scope  of  the  subject  matter  and  time. 
Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections,  Defendant  understands  that  the  City  of  Chicago 
will  be  producing  a  Chicago  Police  Department  Complaint  History  printout  that  may  have 
information  responsive  to  this  interrogatory  and  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  those  documents  as 
his  answer  to  this  interrogatory. 

Answering  further,  Defendant  Griffin  states  that  the  electronic  docket  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Illinois  indicates  that  he  was  a  defendant  in  a  case  styled  1 :09-cv-05938  Martinez  et  al 
v.  City  of  Chicago  et  al;  l:06-cv-05745  Chester  v.  City  of  Chicago,  Illinois  et  al;  l:08-cv-05233 
Galindo  v.  O'Donnell  et  al.  Investigation  continues. 

5.  Have  You  had  any  Communication  regarding  any 

allegations  of  misconduct  by  Defendant  Watts  with  any  agent  of  any  other  law  enforcement 
agency  (e.g.,  Cook  County  Sheriffs  Office,  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office,  FBI, 
DEA,  DOJ,  etc.)?  If  so,  for  each  such  Communication  please: 

(a)  state  with  particularity  the  substance  of  the  Communication; 

(b)  Identify  every  other  Person  involved  in  the  Communication;  and, 

(c)  provide  the  approximate  date,  time,  and  method  (e.g.,  written,  oral,  etc.)  of 
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the  Communication. 


If  you  intend  to  answer  by  reference  to  Documents,  please  state  under  oath  that  the 
documents  contain  all  of  the  information  responsive  to  this  Interrogatory,  and  provide  the 
relevant  Bates  Numbers. 

RESPONSE:  No. 

6.  Please  identify  any  and  all  criminal  convictions  of  any  party  or  witness  with 
knowledge  relating  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  of  this  action.  For  each  such  responsive 
conviction,  identify: 

(a)  the  person  who  has  been  convicted  and  the  nature  of  the  conviction  and 

(b)  the  complete  factual  basis  as  to  why  the  conviction  qualifies  as  admissible 
under  FRE  609. 

Please  be  advised  that  Your  duty  to  supplement  Your  answer  to  this  Interrogatory 
remains  ongoing  as  discovery  progresses,  and  that  Plaintiff  intends  to  move  in  limine  to  bar  any 
references  to  convictions  not  identified  in  the  manner  requested. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Griffin  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  seeks  disclosure 
of  impeachment  information  beyond  that  which  is  required  by  the  Federal  Rules  of  Civil 
Procedure  and  the  Federal  Rules  of  Evidence.  Defendant  further  objects  to  the  extent  that  this 
information  is  more  available  to  Plaintiff  than  Defendant.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  the  Chicago  Police  Department  Criminal  History  reports 
for  Plaintiffs  and  any  witnesses  in  this  case.  Investigation  continues. 

7.  Identify  every  Person  who  participated  in  any  way  in  the  ^^^Investigations. 
For  each  Person  listed,  please  provide  the  dates  of  the  Person’s  involvement  in  the  investigation 
and  describe  the  tasks  and/or  other  duties  that  he  or  she  performed.  If  you  answer  this 
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Interrogatory  by  referring  to  Documents,  please  affirm  under  oath  that  the  sum  total  of  your 
knowledge  of  Persons  who  participated  in  those  activities  is  contained  in  the  Documents  that  you 
reference. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Griffin  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  the  terms 
investigation”  and  “who  participated  in  any  way”  are  vague  and  open  to  interpretation,  to  the 
extent  that  it  overbroad,  to  the  extent  the  interrogatory  seeks  information  beyond  his  personal 
knowledge,  and  to  the  extent  it  seeks  information  that  is  more  available  to  plaintiff.  Defendant 
further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  Plaintiff  is  likely  in  possession  of  many  relevant 
documents  (i.e.,  his  court  pleadings,  correspondence,  and  other  personal  records)  that  Defendant 
has  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  to  obtain  and  review.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  his  Rule  26  disclosure,  Plaintiffs  Rule  26  disclosure,  the 
City  of  Chicago’s  Rule  26  disclosure,  and  all  supplemental  Rule  26  disclosures  that  will  be  made 
in  the  case. 

8.  Do  you  contend  that  Plaintiffs  ^^^^^|and/or  ^^^^^^^|committed  any 
illegal  act  relating  to  the  incidents  in  Plaintiffs’  Complaint?  If  so,  please  describe  each  alleged 
illegal  act  that  You  contend  was  committed  by  ^^Band/or  ^^K?rovide  the  complete  factual 
basis  for  Your  contention,  and  identify  all  evidence  and  witnesses  upon  which  You  may  rely  to 
support  Your  contention. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Griffin  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  calls  for  a 
narrative  response  that  is  better  suited  for  a  deposition.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this 
interrogatory  as  premature  given  that  formal  discovery  has  just  begun  and  Defendant’s 
investigation  is  ongoing.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection,  Defendant  responds  in 
the  affirmative.  Responding  further,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  the  arrest  reports  of  Plaintiffs, 
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the  associated  inventory  reports,  the  official  charging  documents,  grand  jury  transcripts  believed 
to  be  in  the  possession  of  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office,  and  the  transcripts  of 
Plaintiffs  criminal  trial. 

9.  State  whether  any  of  the  Police  Officer  Defendants  acted  inconsistently  with  acted 
inconsistently  with  any  of  the  policies,  customs,  or  practices  of  the  City  of  Chicago  (formal  or 
informal,  written  or  unwritten)  at  any  time  encounters  with  Plaintiffs  that  are  described  in 
Plaintiffs’  Complaints.  If  the  answer  is  in  the  affirmative,  please: 

(a)  identify  any  particular  policy,  custom,  or  practice  which,  to  your  knowledge  was 
violated; 

(b)  describe  the  circumstances  and  manner  in  which  said  policy  custom,  or  practice 
was  violated;  and, 

(c)  state  whether  any  discipline  resulted  from  that  violation. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Griffin  objects  to  this  interrogatory  to  the  extent  it  seeks 
information  that  is  not  relevant  to  any  claims  or  defenses  in  this  case  and  is  therefore  not 
proportional  to  the  needs  of  this  case.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection,  to  the  best 
of  Defendant’s  personal  knowledge,  recollection  and  observations,  neither  he  nor  any  of  the 
other  Defendants  acted  inconsistently  with  any  of  the  City  of  Chicago’s  policies,  customs,  or 
practices  at  any  time  specified  in  this  interrogatory. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

/s/  Avi  Kamionski _ 

Avi  Kamionski 


Andrew  M.  Hale 

Amy  A.  Hijjawi 

Avi  T.  Kamionski 

Shneur  Nathan 

Jennifer  Bitoy 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Suite  330 

Chicago,  IL  60603 

312-341-964 6 
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VERLFICATLQN 

I,  Edward  Griffin,  verify  that  I  signed  the  foregoing  document,  my  Responses  and  Objections  to 
Plaintiffs  First  Set  of  Interrogatories,  and  that  the  statements  set  forth  in  the  foregoing  responses  are  true 
and  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  information  and  belief. 


CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE 


The  undersigned  hereby  certifies  that  on  March  24,  2017  he  sent  via  e-mail  a  copy  of 
Defendant  Edward  Griffin ’s  Response  to  Plaintiff^^^^^^^First  Set  of  Interrogatories  to 
counsel  of  record  below: 


Jonathan  Loevy 

Russell  Ainsworth 

Elizabeth  Mazur 

Loevy  &  Loevy 

311  N.  Aberdeen,  3rd  Floor 

Chicago,  IL  60607 

iQn@loevyxom 

iosh@1oevyxom 

russeH@loevv.com 

el  Lzabethm@loevv.com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff^^ 


Brian  Gainer 
Monica  Gutowski 
Kevin  Pacini 
Johnson  &  Bell,  Ltd. 

33  W.  Monroe  St.,  Suite  2700 
Chicago,  IL  60603 
gainer@ibltdxom 
gutowskim@ibltd.coin 
pacinik@ibltd.com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Ronald 
Watts 


Elizabeth  Wang 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
2060  Broadway,  Suite  460 
Boulder,  CO  80302 
elizabethw@loevv.com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiffs 


Gary  Ravitz 
Eric  Palles 
Ravitz  &  Palles,  P.C. 

203  N.  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  2100 
Chicago,  IL  60601 
gravltz@ravitzpalles.com 
epalles@ravitzpall&sxom 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Kallatt 
Mohammed 


Terrence  Bums 

Paul  Michalik 

Daniel  Noland 

Molly  Thompson 

tbunis@dYkema.com 

pmichal  ik@dvkema.com 

dnoland@dvkema.com 

methompson@dvkema.CQm 

Attorneys  for  City  of  Chicago, 
Philip  Cline,  Debra  Kirby  and 
Karen  Rowan 


/s /  Avi  T.  Kamionski 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 


) 

)  No.  16  C  08940 

Plaintiffs,  ) 

)  Judge  Andrea  R.  Wood 

) 

) 

)  Magistrate  Judge  Sheila  M.  Finnegan 

) 

Defendants.  ) 

DEFENDANT  EDWARD  GRIFFIN’S  RESPONSES  TO 
PLAINTIFF  10.  2017  INTERROGATORIES 


Defendant,  Edward  Griffin,  by  his  undersigned  attorneys,  hereby  responds  to  Plaintiff 
HH^ay  10,  2017  Interrogatories  as  follows: 

INTERROGATORIES 


vs. 


CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al. 


1 .  Please  describe  any/all  actions  you  took  in  connection  with  either  the  March  2005 

arrest  (Stevens)  or  December  2005  arrest  (Griffin)  of  you  do  not  recall  what  you 

did  in  connection  with  either  arrest,  then  state  what  you  believe  you  did  based  on  the  existence  of 
your  name  on  CITY  BG  12  (Stevens)  and  CITY  BG  15  (Griffin). 

ANSWER:  Defendant  Griffin  has  no  independent  recollection  of  Plaintiff  s  December 
2005  arrest.  After  reviewing  CITY  BG  15,  Defendant  Griffin’s  understanding  is  that  he  approved 
probable  cause  as  it  relates  to  Plaintiffs  December  2005  arrest. 

2.  What  communication,  if  any,  did  you  have  in  2005  with  any  of  the  other  individually 
named  defendant  officers  in  this  case  in  connection  with  the  March  2005  (Stevens)  and/or 
December  2005  arrests  (Griffin)  of 

ANSWER:  Defendant  Griffin  has  no  recollection  of  any  conversations  with  named 
Defendant  Officers  in  this  case  pertaining  to  Plaintiffs  December  2005  arrest. 

3.  Did  you  determine  that  there  was  probable  cause  to  arrest  March  2005 

(Stevens)  or  December  2005  (Griffin)?  If  so,  list  all  information  available  to  you  (and  the  source 
of  that  information  and  how  you  became  aware  of  it)  when  you  made  the  determination. 

ANSWER:  Defendant  Griffin  has  no  contemporaneous  recollection  of  Plaintiff  s 


December  2005  arrest.  After  reviewing  CITY  BG  15,  Defendant  acknowledges  that  he  did 
approve  probable  cause  for  Plaintiffs  December  2005  arrest. 

4.  What  knowledge,  if  any,  did  you  have  of  Ronald  Watts  prior  to  March  2005  (Stevens) 
and  December  2005  (Griffin)?  Had  you  worked  with  and/or  supervised  Ronald  Watts  in  any 
capacity? 

ANSWER:  Defendant  Griffin  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  being  vague  and 
ambiguous.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  those  objections,  prior  to  December  2005, 
Defendant  Griffin  knew  only  that  Ronald  Watts  was  a  CPD  Sergeant  in  the  Second  District,  but 
had  never  worked  with  him  or  supervised  him. 

5.  Prior  to  March  2005  (Stevens)  and  December  2005  (Griffin),  had  you  ever  heard 
anything  about  allegations  that  Ronald  Watts  was  involved  in  illegal  and/or  dishonest  activity?  If 
so,  please  provide  a  summary  of  what  you  had  heard  and  the  source  by  which  you  heard  it. 

ANSWER:  No. 


Respectfully  submitted, 

/s/Mghammed  Khan _ _ 

One  of  the  Attorneys  for 
Defendant  Edward  Griffin 


Andrew  M.  Hale 

Amy  A.  Hijjawi 

Jennifer  Bitoy 

Mohammed  Khan 

Alexander  Tapling 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Suite  330 

Chicago,  IL  60603 

(312)  341-9646 
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CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE 


The  undersigned  hereby  certifies  that  on  July  10,  2017  he  sent  via  e-mail  a  copy  of 


Defendant  Edward  Griffin ’s  Responses  to  Plaintiff  \ 


counsel  of  record  below: 

Jonathan  Loevy 

Russell  Ainsworth 
Elizabeth  Mazur 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
31 1  N.  Aberdeen,  3rd  Floor 
Chicago,  IL  60607 
ion@loevy.com 
iosh@loevv  corn 
russell@loevv.com 
elizabethm@loevv.coin 

Attorneys  for  Plaint  iff 


Brian  Gainer 
Monica  Gutowski 
Kevin  Pacini 
Johnson  &  Bell,  Ltd. 

33  W.  Monroe  St.,  Suite  2700 
Chicago,  IL  60603 
gainer@ibltd.com 
nutQW5kim@ibltd.com 
pacinik@ibltd.com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Ronald 
Watts 


Elizabeth  Wang 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
2060  Broadway,  Suite  460 
Boulder,  CO  80302 
elizabethw@loevv.com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiffs 


Gary  Ravitz 
Eric  Palles 
Emily  Farr 
Ravitz  &  Palles,  P.C. 

203  N.  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  2100 
Chicago,  IL  60601 
gravi  t  z@ra  v  i  tzpalles.com 
epalles@ravatzpallcs.com 
efarr@javitzpaHes.coni 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Kallatt 
Mohammed 


May  10,  2017  Interrogatories  to 


Terrence  Burns 

Paul  Michalik 

Daniel  Noland 

Molly  Thompson 

Dykema  Gossett  PLLC 

10  S.  Wacker  Dr.,  Suite  2300 

Chicago,  IL  60606 

tburns@dvkema.coni 

Dmichaiik@clykema.com 

dnoland@dykema.com 

methompson@dykema.com 

Attorneys  for  City  of  Chicago, 
Philip  Cline,  Debra  Kirby  and 
Karen  Rowan 


/s/  Mohammed  Khan 
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VERIFICATION 


I,  Edward  Griffin,  verify  that  I  signed  the  foregoing  document,  my  response  to 
Plaintiff  10, 201 7  Interrogatory,  and  that  the  statements  set  forth  in  the 

foregoing  responses  are  true  and  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  information  and 
belief. 


Dated:  3  vt-  y  7~>'J  /  7 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 

IMHHand  ■■■■■■ 

Plaintiffs, 
vs. 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al. 

« 

Defendants. 

DEFENDANT  MICHAEL  STEVENS’S  RESPONSE  TO  PLAINTIFF 
^^^^■FIRST  SET  OF  INTERROGATORIES 

Defendant,  Michael  Stevens,  (herein  “Defendant  Stevens”  or  “Defendant”),  by 
and  through  one  of  his  attorneys,  and  in  response  to  Plaintiff  i rst  Set  of 

Interrogatories,  states  as  follows: 

INTERROGATORIES 

1.  Please  identify  all  persons  who,  to  the  best  of  your  understanding,  have 
knowledge  of  facts  that  relate  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action.  This  request 
includes  but  is  not  limited  to  those  persons  listed  in  the  Defendants’  Rule  26  Initial  Disclosures. 

For  each  person  with  knowledge  responsive  to  this  interrogatory,  please  describe  with 
particularity  any  categories  of  facts  known  by  each  such  person,  including  all  categories  of  facts 
about  which  the  Person  may  be  competent  to  testify  at  trial.  If  this  Interrogatory  is  answered  by 
incorporating  Documents,  please  state  under  oath  whether  there  are  any  categories  of  facts 
known  to  any  witness  relating  to  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action  that  are  not  reflected  in  the 
documents  upon  which  you  rely;  in  the  event  you  fail  to  do  so,  Plaintiff  will  assume  the 
substance  of  the  witnesses’  testimony  is  strictly  limited  to  what  is  contained  in  such  documents. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Stevens  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  the  term  “facts 
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that  relate  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action”  is  vague  and  open  to  interpretation,  to 
the  extent  the  interrogatory  seeks  information  that  is  privileged  and  beyond  his  personal 
knowledge,  and  to  the  extent  it  seeks  information  that  is  more  available  to  plaintiff.  Defendant 
further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  premature  given  that  formal  discovery  has  just  begun  and 
Plaintiff  is  likely  in  possession  of  many  relevant  documents  (i.e.,  his  court  pleadings, 
correspondence,  and  other  personal  records)  that  Defendant  has  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  to 
obtain  and  review.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to 
his  Rule  26  disclosure,  Plaintiffs  Rule  26  disclosure,  the  City  of  Chicago’s  Rule  26  disclosure, 
and  all  supplemental  Rule  26  disclosures  that  will  be  made  in  the  case. 

2.  For  any  Document  requested  in  Plaintiffs  discovery  requests  which  has  been  lost, 
discarded  or  destroyed,  please  identify  each  such  document  as  completely  as  possible  and  state 
the  approximate  date  it  was  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed;  the  circumstances  and  manner  in  which 
it  was  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed,  including  the  identities  of  all  persons  involved;  the  reasons  for 
losing,  discarding,  or  destroying  the  Document;  the  identity  of  any  persons  with  knowledge  of  its 
content;  and  the  identity  of  the  last  person  known  to  have  seen  it.  In  answering  this  Interrogatory, 
please  list  all  steps  taken  to  discover  documents  that  have  been  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed,  and 
the  names  of  the  individuals  who  took  those  steps. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Stevens  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  vague,  unduly 
burdensome,  and  disproportionate  to  the  needs  of  the  case.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections,  Defendant  Smith  is  presently  unaware  of  any  relevant  document  that  has  been  “lost, 
discarded,  or  destroyed.”  Investigation  continues. 

3.  For  any  Affirmative  Defenses  You  have  pled  in  this  matter,  please  describe  the 

entire  factual  basis  or  bases  supporting  those  defenses.  The  information  sought  by  this 

Interrogatory  is  not  a  mere  recitation  of  the  statutory  sections  invoked.  Plaintiff  requests  that  you 
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provide  a  detailed  description  of  every  fact  and  legal  basis  on  which  any  defense,  such  as 
immunity,  for  example,  is  asserted  so  that  Plaintiff  may  have  the  opportunity  to  investigate  by 
way  of  additional  discovery  requests.  For  instance,  if  there  is  any  physical,  documentary,  or 
testimonial  evidence  which  supports  any  such  defense,  please  identify  it  specifically. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Stevens  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  premature  because  it  is 
propounded  before  he  has  had  the  benefit  of  discovery.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this 
objection,  Defendant  refers  plaintiff  to  his  response  to  interrogatory  number  8,  which  is  hereby 
incorporated  herein  as  if  fully  restated  as  responsive  to  this  interrogatory,  and  Defendant  refers 
Plaintiff  to  those  documents  as  his  answer  to  this  interrogatory. 

4.  Please  identify  all  Complaints  that  have  ever  been  made  against  any  of  Police 
Officer  Defendants  relating  to  their  roles  as  law  enforcement  officials  (including  Plaintiffs’ 
Complaint  or  any  Complaints  which  presently  remain  pending),  including  but  not  limited  to  any 
and  all  internal  affairs,  COPA,  IPRA,  OPS,  intra-  or  inter-departmental,  and  citizen  complaints 
alleging  dishonest  behavior,  lying  under  oath,  witness  manipulation,  improper  behavior  during 
interrogations  or  interviews,  use  of  improperly  suggestive,  coercive,  or  torturous  methods  on 
suspects,  arrestees,  or  witnesses,  use  of  excessive  force,  false  arrest,  malicious  prosecution, 
fabrication  or  planting  of  evidence,  concealment  of  evidence,  and  lawsuits  or  administrative 
complaints  filed  in  state  or  federal  courts  or  agencies  alleging  police  misconduct.  A  complete 
answer  to  this  Interrogatory  will  include,  but  is  not  limited  to,  the  following  information: 

(1)  the  date  of  each  Complaint; 

(2)  a  detailed  description  of  the  nature  of  each  Complaint; 

(3)  an  identifying  number  of  each  Complaint;  and, 

(4)  how  each  Complaint  was  resolved,  including  any  discipline  imposed 

in  connection  with  each  Complaint. 
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If  you  do  not  possess  an  identifying  number  of  a  particular  Complaint,  please  investigate 
and  obtain  it. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Stevens  objects  to  this  interrogatory  to  the  extent  it  seeks 
information  that  is  not  relevant  to  any  claims  or  defenses  in  this  case  and  is  therefore  not 
proportional  to  the  needs  of  this  case.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  seeking 
information  beyond  Defendant’s  personal  knowledge  and  present  recollection.  Defendant  further 
objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  is  overbroad  in  the  scope  of  the  subject  matter  and  time. 
Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections.  Defendant  understands  that  the  City  of  Chicago 
will  be  producing  a  Chicago  Police  Department  Complaint  History  printout  that  may  have 
information  responsive  to  this  interrogatory  and  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  those  documents  as 
his  answer  to  this  interrogatory. 

Answering  further,  Defendant  Bolton  states  that  the  electronic  docket  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Illinois  indicates  that  he  was  a  defendant  in  a  case  styled  l:09-cv-03765 
Bond  et  al;  l:13-cv-08774  Casimir  et  al  v.  Romanski  et  al;  1:1  l-cv-02801  Murphy  v.  Ramirez  et 
al;  and  1 :08-cv-06688  Alexander  et  al  v.  Zinchuck  et  al 

5.  Have  You  had  any  Communication  regarding  ^^^^^^^^^^^^^^Band/or  any 
allegations  of  misconduct  by  Defendant  Watts  with  any  agent  of  any  other  law  enforcement 
agency  (e.g..  Cook  County  Sheriffs  Office,  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office,  FBI, 
DEA,  DOJ,  etc.)?  If  so,  for  each  such  Communication  please: 

(a)  state  with  particularity  the  substance  of  the  Communication; 

(b)  Identify  every  other  Person  involved  in  the  Communication;  and, 

(c)  provide  the  approximate  date,  time,  and  method  (e.g.,  written,  oral,  etc.)  of 

the  Communication. 

If  you  intend  to  answer  by  reference  to  Documents,  please  state  under  oath  that  the 
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documents  contain  all  of  the  information  responsive  to  this  Interrogatory,  and  provide  the 
relevant  Bates  Numbers. 

RESPONSE:  No. 

6.  Please  identify  any  and  all  criminal  convictions  of  any  party  or  witness  with 
knowledge  relating  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  of  this  action.  For  each  such  responsive 
conviction,  identify: 

(a)  the  person  who  has  been  convicted  and  the  nature  of  the  conviction  and 

(b)  the  complete  factual  basis  as  to  why  the  conviction  qualifies  as  admissible 
under  FRE  609. 

Please  be  advised  that  Your  duty  to  supplement  Your  answer  to  this  Interrogatory 
remains  ongoing  as  discovery  progresses,  and  that  Plaintiff  intends  to  move  in  limine  to  bar  any 
references  to  convictions  not  identified  in  the  manner  requested. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Stevens  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  seeks  disclosure 
of  impeachment  information  beyond  that  which  is  required  by  the  Federal  Rules  of  Civil 
Procedure  and  the  Federal  Rules  of  Evidence.  Defendant  further  objects  to  the  extent  that  this 
information  is  more  available  to  Plaintiff  than  Defendant.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  the  Chicago  Police  Department  Criminal  History  reports 
for  Plaintiffs  and  any  witnesses  in  this  case.  Investigation  continues. 

7.  Identify  every  Person  who  participated  in  any  way  in  the  ^^^Investigations. 
For  each  Person  listed,  please  provide  the  dates  of  the  Person’s  involvement  in  the  investigation 
and  describe  the  tasks  and/or  other  duties  that  he  or  she  performed.  If  you  answer  this 
Interrogatory  by  referring  to  Documents,  please  affirm  under  oath  that  the  sum  total  of  your 
knowledge  of  Persons  who  participated  in  those  activities  is  contained  in  the  Documents  that  you 
reference. 
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RESPONSE:  Defendant  Stevens  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  the  terms 
investigation”  and  “who  participated  in  any  way”  are  vague  and  open  to  interpretation,  to  the 
extent  that  it  overbroad,  to  the  extent  the  interrogatory  seeks  information  beyond  his  personal 
knowledge,  and  to  the  extent  it  seeks  information  that  is  more  available  to  plaintiff.  Defendant 
further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  Plaintiff  is  likely  in  possession  of  many  relevant 
documents  (i.e.,  his  court  pleadings,  correspondence,  and  other  personal  records)  that  Defendant 
has  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  to  obtain  and  review.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections.  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  his  Rule  26  disclosure,  Plaintiffs  Rule  26  disclosure,  the 
City  of  Chicago’s  Rule  26  disclosure,  and  all  supplemental  Rule  26  disclosures  that  will  be  made 
in  the  case. 

8.  Do  you  contend  that  Plaintiffs  ^^^^^|and/or  ^^^^^^^Hcommitted  any 
illegal  act  relating  to  the  incidents  in  Plaintiffs’  Complaint?  If  so,  please  describe  each  alleged 
illegal  act  that  You  contend  was  committed  by  ^^Hand/or  ^^^Bprovide  the  complete  factual 
basis  for  Your  contention,  and  identify  all  evidence  and  witnesses  upon  which  You  may  rely  to 
support  Your  contention. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Stevens  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  calls  for  a 
narrative  response  that  is  better  suited  for  a  deposition.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this 
interrogatory  as  premature  given  that  formal  discovery  has  just  begun  and  Defendant’s 
investigation  is  ongoing.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection,  Defendant  responds  in 
the  affirmative.  Responding  further.  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  the  arrest  reports  of  Plaintiffs, 
the  associated  inventory  reports,  the  official  charging  documents,  grand  jury  transcripts  believed 
to  be  in  the  possession  of  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office,  and  the  transcripts  of 
Plaintiffs  criminal  trial. 

9.  State  whether  any  of  the  Police  Officer  Defendants  acted  inconsistently  with  acted 
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inconsistently  with  any  of  the  policies,  customs,  or  practices  of  the  City  of  Chicago  (formal  or 
informal,  written  or  unwritten)  at  any  time  encounters  with  Plaintiffs  that  are  described  in 
Plaintiffs’  Complaints.  If  the  answer  is  in  the  affirmative,  please: 

(a)  identify  any  particular  policy,  custom,  or  practice  which,  to  your  knowledge  was 
violated; 

(b)  describe  the  circumstances  and  manner  in  which  said  policy  custom,  or  practice 
was  violated;  and, 

(c)  state  whether  any  discipline  resulted  from  that  violation. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Stevens  objects  to  this  interrogatory  to  the  extent  it  seeks 
information  that  is  not  relevant  to  any  claims  or  defenses  in  this  case  and  is  therefore  not 
proportional  to  the  needs  of  this  case.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection,  to  the  best 
of  Defendant’s  personal  knowledge,  recollection  and  observations,  neither  he  nor  any  of  the 
other  Defendants  acted  inconsistently  with  any  of  the  City  of  Chicago’s  policies,  customs,  or 
practices  at  any  time  specified  in  this  interrogatory. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

/s/  Avi  Kamionski _ _ 

Avi  Kamionski 


Andrew  M.  Hale 

Amy  A.  Hijjawi 

Avi  T.  Kamionski 

Shneur  Nathan 

Jennifer  Bitoy 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Suite  330 

Chicago,  IL  60603 

312-341-9646 
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VERIFICATION 

I,  Michael  Stevens,  verify  that  I  signed  the  foregoing  document,  my  Responses  and  Objections  to 
Plaintiffs  First  Set  of  Interrogatories,  and  that  the  statements  set  forth  in  the  foregoing  responses  are  true 
and  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  information  and  belief. 


Signature 


Dated:  3  ^  /tHK  ?V  1 1 


CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE 


The  undersigned  hereby  certifies  that  on  March  24,  2017  he  sent  via  e-mail  a  copy  of 
Defendant  Michael  Stevens ’s  Response  to  Plaintiff^^^^^^^Additional  Interrogatories  to 
counsel  of  record  below: 


Jonathan  Loevy 

Russell  Ainsworth 

Elizabeth  Mazur 

Loevy  &  Loevy 

311  N.  Aberdeen,  3rd  Floor 

Chicago,  IL  60607 

ion@loewxom 

josh@loew.com 

russell@locvv.com 

enzabethm@loevv.com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff^fc 


Brian  Gainer 
Monica  Gutowski 
Kevin  Pacini 
Johnson  &  Bell,  Ltd. 

33  W.  Monroe  St.,  Suite  2700 
Chicago,  IL  60603 
aainer@ibltd.com 
gutQwskim@ibltd.com 
pacinik@ibitd.com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Ronald 
Watts 


Elizabeth  Wang 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
2060  Broadway,  Suite  460 
Boulder,  CO  80302 
elizabethw@loevy.com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiffs 


Gary  Ravitz 
Eric  Palles 
Ravitz  &  Palles,  P.C. 

203  N.  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  2100 
Chicago,  IL  60601 
irvavitz@ravitzDalles.com 
epalles@ravitzpalles.com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Kallatt 
Mohammed 


Terrence  Bums 

Paul  Michalik 

Daniel  Noland 

Molly  Thompson 

tbums@dykema.cQm 

Dmichalik@dvkema.com 

dnoiaiid@dvkema.com 

methQmpson@dykema.com 

Attorneys  for  City  of  Chicago , 
Philip  Cline }  Debra  Kirby  and 
Karen  Rowan 


/s /  Avi  T.  Kamionski 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 


Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al. 

Defendants. 


) 

)  No.  16  C  08940 

) 

)  Judge  Andrea  R.  Wood 

) 

) 

)  Magistrate  Judge  Sheila  M.  Finnegan 

) 

) 


DEFENDANT  MICHAEL  STEVENS’  RESPONSE  TO 
PLAINTIFF  ^^^^MAPRIL  25.  2017  INTERROGATORY 


Defendant,  Michael  Stevens,  by  his  undersigned  attorneys,  hereby  responds  to  Plaintiff 


pril  25,  2017  Interrogatory  as  follows: 


INTERROGATORIES 


1 .  Have  you  ever  communicated  with  (either  directly  or  through  a  legal  representative) 
any  federal  investigator  or  prosecutor  regarding  alleged  corruption  and/or  misconduct  of  any  of 
the  Defendant  Police  Officers  in  this  case?  If  so,  please  state:  (a)  the  approximate  dates(s)  that 
the  communication(s)  occurred;  (b)  the  subject  of  the  communication(s);  (c)  provide  a 
substantive  summary  of  the  statements  you  made  in  connection  with  the  communication(s);  (d) 
identify  all  persons  present  for  and/or  privy  to  the  communication(s);  (e)  state  whether  the 
communication(s)  was  recorded  in  any  way,  and,  if  so,  how. 

RESPONSE:  No. 


Respectfully  submitted, 

/s  [Mohammed.  Khan _ 

One  of  the  Attorneys  for 
Defendant  Michael  Stevens 

Andrew  M.  Hale 

Amy  A.  Hijjawi 

Jennifer  Bitoy 

Mohammed  Khan 

Alexander  Tapling 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Suite  330 

Chicago,  IL  60603 

(312) 341-9646 


CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE 


The  undersigned  hereby  certifies  that  on  June  30,  2017  he  sent  via  e-mail  a  copy  of  Defendant 
Michael  Stevens  ’  Response  to  Plaintiff^^^^^^^^April  25,  2017  Interrogatory  to  counsel  of  record 


below: 

Jonathan  Loevy 

Russell  Ainsworth 

Elizabeth  Mazur 

Loevy  &  Loevy 

31 1  N.  Aberdeen,  3rd  Floor 

Chicago,  IL  60607 

ion@loevy.com 

iosh@loevv.com 

rLissell@loevy.com 

elizabelhm@loevy.coin 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff^^^ 


Brian  Gainer 
Monica  Gutowski 
Kevin  Pacini 
Johnson  &  Bell,  Ltd. 

33  W.  Monroe  St.,  Suite  2700 
Chicago,  IL  60603 
eainer@ibltd.com 
iziitowskitn@ibitd.com 
pacinik@jbltd.cQin 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Ronald 
Watts 


Elizabeth  Wang 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
2060  Broadway,  Suite  460 
Boulder,  CO  80302 
elizabethw@loevy.coni 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiffs 


Gary  Ravitz 
Eric  Palles 
Emily  Farr 
Ravitz  &  Palles,  P.C, 

203  N.  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  2100 
Chicago,  IL  60601 
eravitz@ravilzpalles.com 
eDallcs@ravitznalles.com 
efarr@ravitzpailes.com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Kallatt 
Mohammed 


Terrence  Burns 

Paul  Michalik 

Daniel  Noland 

Molly  Thompson 

Dykema  Gossett  PLLC 

10  S.  Wackcr  Dr.,  Suite  2300 

Chicago,  IL  60606 

tburns@dykema.com 

pniichalik@dvkema.com 

dnolaml@dykema.com 

methomD5on@dvkema.com 

Attorneys  for  City  of  Chicago , 
Philip  Cline ,  Debra  Kirby  and 
Karen  Rowan 


is/  Mohammed  Khan 


VERIFICATION 


I,  Michael  Stevens,  verify  that  1  signed  the  foregoing  document,  my  response  to 
Plaintiff  25,  2017  Interrogatory,  and  that  the  statements  set  forth  in  the 

foregoing  responses  are  true  and  accurate  to  th^es^^nvdntmvleducOnformatiot^ind 
belief. 


Signature 


Dated: _ /  Y  7 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 


)  No.  16  C  08940 

Plaintiffs,  ) 

)  Judge  Andrea  R.  Wood 

) 

) 

)  Magistrate  Judge  Sheila  M.  Finnegan 

) 

Defendants.  ) 

DEFENDANT  MICHAEL  STEVENS’  RESPONSES  TO 
PLAINTIFF  Kh  201 7  INTERROGATORIES 

Defendant,  Michael  Stevens,  by  his  undersigned  attorneys,  hereby  responds  to  Plaintiff 

■■May  10,  2017  Interrogatories  as  follows: 

INTERROGATORIES 


and 


vs. 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al. 


1 .  Please  describe  any/all  actions  you  took  in  connection  with  either  the  March  2005 

arrest  (Stevens)  or  December  2005  arrest  (Griffin)  of  you  do  not  recall  what  you 

did  in  connection  with  either  arrest,  then  state  what  you  believe  you  did  based  on  the  existence  of 
your  name  on  CITY  BG  12  (Stevens)  and  CITY  BG  15  (Griffin). 

ANSWER:  Defendant  Stevens  has  no  independent  recollection  of  Plaintiff  s  March 
2005  arrest.  After  reviewing  CITY  BG  12,  Defendant  Stevens’  understanding  is  that  he 
approved  probable  cause  as  it  relates  to  Plaintiffs  March  2005  arrest. 

2.  What  communication,  if  any,  did  you  have  in  2005  with  any  of  the  other  individually 
named  defendant  officers  in  this  case  in  connection  with  the  March  2005  (Stevens)  and/or 
December  2005  arrests  (Griffin)  of 

ANSWER:  Defendant  Stevens  has  no  recollection  of  any  conversations  with  named 
Defendant  Officers  in  this  case  pertaining  to  Plaintiffs  March  2005  arrest. 

3.  Did  you  determine  that  there  was  probable  cause  to  arrest  ^^^^^|in  March  2005 
(Stevens)  or  December  2005  (Griffin)?  If  so,  list  all  information  available  to  you  (and  the  source 
of  that  information  and  how  you  became  aware  of  it)  when  you  made  the  determination. 

ANSWER:  Defendant  Stevens  has  no  contemporaneous  recollection  of  Plaintiff  s  March 


2005  arrest.  After  reviewing  CITY  BG  12,  Defendant  acknowledges  that  he  did  approve 
probable  cause  for  Plaintiffs  March  2005  arrest. 

4.  What  knowledge,  if  any,  did  you  have  of  Ronald  Watts  prior  to  March  2005  (Stevens) 
and  December  2005  (Griffin)?  Had  you  worked  with  and/or  supervised  Ronald  Watts  in  any 
capacity? 

ANSWER:  Defendant  Stevens  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  being  vague  and 
ambiguous.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  those  objections,  prior  to  March  2005,  Defendant 
Stevens  knew  only  that  Ronald  Watts  was  a  CPD  tactical  sergeant  but  had  never  worked  with 
him  or  supervised  him. 

5.  Prior  to  March  2005  (Stevens)  and  December  2005  (Griffin),  had  you  ever  heard 
anything  about  allegations  that  Ronald  Watts  was  involved  in  illegal  and/or  dishonest  activity?  If 
so,  please  provide  a  summary  of  what  you  had  heard  and  the  source  by  which  you  heard  it. 

ANSWER:  No. 


Respectfully  submitted, 

/s/Mohammed  Khan _ 

One  of  the  Attorneys  for 
Defendant  Michael  Stevens 


Andrew  M.  Hale 

Amy  A.  Hijjawi 

Jennifer  Bitoy 

Mohammed  Khan 

Alexander  Tapling 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Suite  330 

Chicago,  IL  60603 

(312) 341-9646 
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CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE 


The  undersigned  hereby  certifies  that  on  July  10,  2017  he  sent  via  e-mail  a  copy  of 
Defendant  Michael  Stevens  ’  Response  to  Plaintiff^^^^^^^May  10 ,  201 7  Interrogatories  to 
counsel  of  record  below: 


>evy 

Russell  Ainsworth 

Elizabeth  Mazur 

Loevy  &  Loevy 

31 1  N.  Aberdeen,  3rd  Floor 

Chicago,  IL  60607 

ion@loevY.com 

iQsh@loevv.com 

russell@loevY.com 

dizabednn@loevy.com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff H 


Brian  Gainer 
Monica  Gutowski 
Kevin  Pacini 
Johnson  &  Bell,  Ltd. 

33  W.  Monroe  St.,  Suite  2700 
Chicago,  IL  60603 
gainer@ibltd.com 
gutowskim@ibitd.com 
pacinik@ibitd.com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Ronald 
Watts 


Elizabeth  Wang 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
2060  Broadway,  Suite  460 
Boulder,  CO  80302 
dizabethw@loew.com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiffs 


Gary  Ravitz 
Eric  Palles 
Emily  Farr 
Ravitz  &  Palles,  P.C. 

203  N.  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  2100 
Chicago,  IL  60601 
Eravitz@ravitzpal  les.com 
epalles@ravitzpalles.com 
elaiT@ravitzpalles.com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Kallatt 
Mohammed 


Terrence  Burns 

Paul  Michalik 

Daniel  Noland 

Molly  Thompson 

Dykema  Gossett  PLLC 

10  S.  Wacker  Dr.,  Suite  2300 

Chicago,  IL  60606 

ibtirns@dvkema.com 

pmichalik@dvkema.com 

dnoland@dykema.com 

methompson@dvkema.com 

Attorneys  for  City  of  Chicago , 
Philip  Cline,  Debra  Kirby  and 
Karen  Rowan 


/s/  Mohammed  Khan 


3 


VERIFICATION 


I,  Michael  Stevens,  verify  that  I  signed  the  foregoing  document,  my  response  to 
Plaintiff  10, 2017  Interrogatory,  and  that  the  statements  set  forth  in  the 

foregoing  responses  are  true  and  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  information  and 
belief. 


Signature 


Dated:  ^  H  /  1 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 

and 

Plaintiffs, 
vs. 

CITY  OF  CHICAGO,  et  al. 

Defendants. 

DEFENDANT  RODERICK  WATSON’S  RESPONSE  TO  PLAINTIFF 
^^^^■FIRST  SET  OF  INTERROGATORIES 

Defendant,  Roderick  Watson,  (herein  “Defendant  Watson”  or  “Defendant”),  by 
and  through  one  of  his  attorneys,  and  in  response  to  Plaintiff  ^^^^^^^First  Set  of 
Interrogatories,  states  as  follows: 

INTERROGATORIES 

1.  Please  identify  all  persons  who,  to  the  best  of  your  understanding,  have 
knowledge  of  facts  that  relate  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action.  This  request 
includes  but  is  not  limited  to  those  persons  listed  in  the  Defendants’  Rule  26  Initial  Disclosures. 
For  each  person  with  knowledge  responsive  to  this  interrogatory,  please  describe  with 
particularity  any  categories  of  facts  known  by  each  such  person,  including  all  categories  of  facts 
about  which  the  Person  may  be  competent  to  testify  at  trial.  If  this  Interrogatory  is  answered  by 
incorporating  Documents,  please  state  under  oath  whether  there  are  any  categories  of  facts 
known  to  any  witness  relating  to  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action  that  are  not  reflected  in  the 
documents  upon  which  you  rely;  in  the  event  you  fail  to  do  so,  Plaintiff  will  assume  the 
substance  of  the  witnesses’  testimony  is  strictly  limited  to  what  is  contained  in  such  documents. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Watson  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  the  term  “facts 


No.  16  C  08940 
Judge  Andrea  R.  Wood 

Magistrate  Judge  Sheila  M.  Finnegan 


L0G#_Mn±l 

Attachment-id- 


that  relate  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  in  this  action”  is  vague  and  open  to  interpretation,  to 
the  extent  the  interrogatory  seeks  information  that  is  privileged  and  beyond  his  personal 
knowledge,  and  to  the  extent  it  seeks  information  that  is  more  available  to  plaintiff.  Defendant 
further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  premature  given  that  formal  discovery  has  just  begun  and 
Plaintiff  is  likely  in  possession  of  many  relevant  documents  (i.e.,  his  court  pleadings, 
correspondence,  and  other  personal  records)  that  Defendant  has  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  to 
obtain  and  review.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to 
his  Rule  26  disclosure,  Plaintiffs  Rule  26  disclosure,  the  City  of  Chicago’s  Rule  26  disclosure, 
and  all  supplemental  Rule  26  disclosures  that  will  be  made  in  the  case. 

2.  For  any  Document  requested  in  Plaintiffs  discovery  requests  which  has  been  lost, 
discarded  or  destroyed,  please  identify  each  such  document  as  completely  as  possible  and  state 
the  approximate  date  it  was  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed;  the  circumstances  and  manner  in  which 
it  was  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed,  including  the  identities  of  all  persons  involved;  the  reasons  for 
losing,  discarding,  or  destroying  the  Document;  the  identity  of  any  persons  with  knowledge  of  its 
content;  and  the  identity  of  the  last  person  known  to  have  seen  it.  In  answering  this  Interrogatory, 
please  list  all  steps  taken  to  discover  documents  that  have  been  lost,  discarded  or  destroyed,  and 
the  names  of  the  individuals  who  took  those  steps. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Watson  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  vague,  unduly 
burdensome,  and  disproportionate  to  the  needs  of  the  case.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections,  Defendant  Smith  is  presently  unaware  of  any  relevant  document  that  has  been  “lost, 
discarded,  or  destroyed.”  Investigation  continues. 

3.  For  any  Affirmative  Defenses  You  have  pled  in  this  matter,  please  describe  the 
entire  factual  basis  or  bases  supporting  those  defenses.  The  information  sought  by  this 
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Interrogatory  is  not  a  mere  recitation  of  the  statutory  sections  invoked.  Plaintiff  requests  that  you 
provide  a  detailed  description  of  every  fact  and  legal  basis  on  which  any  defense,  such  as 
immunity,  for  example,  is  asserted  so  that  Plaintiff  may  have  the  opportunity  to  investigate  by 
way  of  additional  discovery  requests.  For  instance,  if  there  is  any  physical,  documentary,  or 
testimonial  evidence  which  supports  any  such  defense,  please  identify  it  specifically. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Watson  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  premature  because  it  is 
propounded  before  he  has  had  the  benefit  of  discovery.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this 
objection,  Defendant  refers  plaintiff  to  his  response  to  interrogatory  number  8,  which  is  hereby 
incorporated  herein  as  if  fully  restated  as  responsive  to  this  interrogatory,  and  Defendant  refers 
Plaintiff  to  those  documents  as  his  answer  to  this  interrogatory. 

4.  Please  identify  all  Complaints  that  have  ever  been  made  against  any  of  Police 
Officer  Defendants  relating  to  their  roles  as  law  enforcement  officials  (including  Plaintiffs’ 
Complaint  or  any  Complaints  which  presently  remain  pending),  including  but  not  limited  to  any 
and  all  internal  affairs,  COPA,  IPRA,  OPS,  intra-  or  inter-departmental,  and  citizen  complaints 
alleging  dishonest  behavior,  lying  under  oath,  witness  manipulation,  improper  behavior  during 
interrogations  or  interviews,  use  of  improperly  suggestive,  coercive,  or  torturous  methods  on 
suspects,  arrestees,  or  witnesses,  use  of  excessive  force,  false  arrest,  malicious  prosecution, 
fabrication  or  planting  of  evidence,  concealment  of  evidence,  and  lawsuits  or  administrative 
complaints  filed  in  state  or  federal  courts  or  agencies  alleging  police  misconduct.  A  complete 
answer  to  this  Interrogatory  will  include,  but  is  not  limited  to,  the  following  information: 

(1)  the  date  of  each  Complaint; 

(2)  a  detailed  description  of  the  nature  of  each  Complaint; 

(3)  an  identifying  number  of  each  Complaint;  and, 
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(4)  how  each  Complaint  was  resolved,  including  any  discipline  imposed 
in  connection  with  each  Complaint. 

If  you  do  not  possess  an  identifying  number  of  a  particular  Complaint,  please  investigate 
and  obtain  it. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Watson  objects  to  this  interrogatory  to  the  extent  it  seeks 
information  that  is  not  relevant  to  any  claims  or  defenses  in  this  case  and  is  therefore  not 
proportional  to  the  needs  of  this  case.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  seeking 
information  beyond  Defendant’s  personal  knowledge  and  present  recollection.  Defendant  further 
objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  is  overbroad  in  the  scope  of  the  subject  matter  and  time. 
Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these  objections.  Defendant  understands  that  the  City  of  Chicago 
will  be  producing  a  Chicago  Police  Department  Complaint  History  printout  that  may  have 
information  responsive  to  this  interrogatory  and  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  those  documents  as 
his  answer  to  this  interrogatory. 

5.  Have  You  had  any  Communication  regarding  ^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^|and/or  any 
allegations  of  misconduct  by  Defendant  Watts  with  any  agent  of  any  other  law  enforcement 
agency  (e.g.,  Cook  County  Sheriffs  Office,  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office,  FBI, 
DEA,  DOJ,  etc.)?  If  so,  for  each  such  Communication  please: 

(a)  state  with  particularity  the  substance  of  the  Communication; 

(b)  Identify  every  other  Person  involved  in  the  Communication;  and, 

(c)  provide  the  approximate  date,  time,  and  method  (e.g.,  written,  oral,  etc.)  of 
the  Communication. 

If  you  intend  to  answer  by  reference  to  Documents,  please  state  under  oath  that  the 
documents  contain  all  of  the  information  responsive  to  this  Interrogatory,  and  provide  the 
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relevant  Bates  Numbers. 


RESPONSE:  No. 

6.  Please  identify  any  and  all  criminal  convictions  of  any  party  or  witness  with 
knowledge  relating  to  any  of  the  claims  or  defenses  of  this  action.  For  each  such  responsive 
conviction,  identify: 

(a)  the  person  who  has  been  convicted  and  the  nature  of  the  conviction  and 

(b)  the  complete  factual  basis  as  to  why  the  conviction  qualifies  as  admissible 
under  FRE  609. 

Please  be  advised  that  Your  duty  to  supplement  Your  answer  to  this  Interrogatory 
remains  ongoing  as  discovery  progresses,  and  that  Plaintiff  intends  to  move  in  limine  to  bar  any 
references  to  convictions  not  identified  in  the  manner  requested. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Watson  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  seeks  disclosure 
of  impeachment  information  beyond  that  which  is  required  by  the  Federal  Rules  of  Civil 
Procedure  and  the  Federal  Rules  of  Evidence.  Defendant  further  objects  to  the  extent  that  this 
information  is  more  available  to  Plaintiff  than  Defendant.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  the  Chicago  Police  Department  Criminal  History  reports 
for  Plaintiffs  and  any  witnesses  in  this  case.  Investigation  continues. 

7.  Identify  every  Person  who  participated  in  any  way  in  the  ^^^Investigations. 
For  each  Person  listed,  please  provide  the  dates  of  the  Person’s  involvement  in  the  investigation 
and  describe  the  tasks  and/or  other  duties  that  he  or  she  performed.  If  you  answer  this 
Interrogatory  by  referring  to  Documents,  please  affirm  under  oath  that  the  sum  total  of  your 
knowledge  of  Persons  who  participated  in  those  activities  is  contained  in  the  Documents  that  you 
reference. 
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RESPONSE:  Defendant  Watson  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  the  terms 
investigation”  and  “who  participated  in  any  way”  are  vague  and  open  to  interpretation,  to  the 
extent  that  it  overbroad,  to  the  extent  the  interrogatory  seeks  information  beyond  his  personal 
knowledge,  and  to  the  extent  it  seeks  information  that  is  more  available  to  plaintiff.  Defendant 
further  objects  to  this  interrogatory  as  Plaintiff  is  likely  in  possession  of  many  relevant 
documents  (i.e.,  his  court  pleadings,  correspondence,  and  other  personal  records)  that  Defendant 
has  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  to  obtain  and  review.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  these 
objections,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  his  Rule  26  disclosure,  Plaintiffs  Rule  26  disclosure,  the 
City  of  Chicago’s  Rule  26  disclosure,  and  all  supplemental  Rule  26  disclosures  that  will  be  made 
in  the  case. 

S.  Do  you  contend  that  Plaintiffs  ^^^^^|and/or  ^^^^^^^Hcommitted  any 
illegal  act  relating  to  the  incidents  in  Plaintiffs’  Complaint?  If  so,  please  describe  each  alleged 
illegal  act  that  You  contend  was  committed  by  ^^fland/or  ^^^|provide  the  complete  factual 
basis  for  Your  contention,  and  identify  all  evidence  and  witnesses  upon  which  You  may  rely  to 
support  Your  contention. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Watson  objects  to  this  interrogatory  because  it  calls  for  a 
narrative  response  that  is  better  suited  for  a  deposition.  Defendant  further  objects  to  this 
interrogatory  as  premature  given  that  formal  discovery  has  just  begun  and  Defendant’s 
investigation  is  ongoing.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection,  Defendant  responds  in 
the  affirmative.  Responding  further,  Defendant  refers  Plaintiff  to  the  arrest  reports  of  Plaintiffs, 
the  associated  inventory  reports,  the  official  charging  documents,  grand  jury  transcripts  believed 
to  be  in  the  possession  of  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office,  and  the  transcripts  of 
Plaintiffs  criminal  trial. 
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9.  State  whether  any  of  the  Police  Officer  Defendants  acted  inconsistently  with  acted 
inconsistently  with  any  of  the  policies,  customs,  or  practices  of  the  City  of  Chicago  (formal  or 
informal,  written  or  unwritten)  at  any  time  encounters  with  Plaintiffs  that  are  described  in 
Plaintiffs’  Complaints.  If  the  answer  is  in  the  affirmative,  please: 

(a)  identify  any  particular  policy,  custom,  or  practice  which,  to  your  knowledge  was 
violated; 

(b)  describe  the  circumstances  and  manner  in  which  said  policy  custom,  or  practice 
was  violated;  and, 

(c)  state  whether  any  discipline  resulted  from  that  violation. 

RESPONSE:  Defendant  Watson  objects  to  this  interrogatory  to  the  extent  it  seeks 
information  that  is  not  relevant  to  any  claims  or  defenses  in  this  case  and  is  therefore  not 
proportional  to  the  needs  of  this  case.  Subject  to  and  without  waiving  this  objection,  to  the  best 
of  Defendant’s  personal  knowledge,  recollection  and  observations,  neither  he  nor  any  of  the 
other  Defendants  acted  inconsistently  with  any  of  the  City  of  Chicago’s  policies,  customs,  or 
practices  at  any  time  specified  in  this  interrogatory. 

Respectfully  submitted, 


/s/  Avi  Kamionski 
Avi  Kamionski 


Andrew  M.  Hale 

Amy  A.  Hijjawi 

Avi  T.  Kamionski 

Shneur  Nathan 

Jennifer  Bitoy 

HALE  LAW  LLC 

53  W.  Jackson  Blvd.,  Suite  330 

Chicago,  IL  60603 

312-341-9646 
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VERIFICATION 

I,  Roderick  Watson,  verify  that  I  signed  the  foregoing  document,  my  Responses  and  Objections  to 
Plaintiff’s  First  Set  of  Interrogatories,  and  that  the  statements  set  forth  in  the  foregoing  responses  are  true 
and  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  information  and  belief. 


Signature 


CERTIFICATE  OF  SERVICE 


The  undersigned  hereby  certifies  that  on  March  24,  2017  he  sent  via  e-mail  a  copy  of 
Defendant  Roderick  Watson  fs  Response  to  Plaint  iff  Additional  Interrogatories 

to  counsel  of  record  below: 


Jonathan  Loevy 

Russell  Ainsworth 
Elizabeth  Mazur 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
3 1 1  N.  Aberdeen,  3rd  Floor 
Chicago,  IL  60607 
ion@loew.coin 
iosh@loevy.com 
russel  l@loevv  .com 
e  I  i  zabethm@l  oevy  .com 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff^Ek 


Brian  Gainer 
Monica  Gutowski 
Kevin  Pacini 
Johnson  &  Bell,  Ltd. 

33  W.  Monroe  St.,  Suite  2700 
Chicago,  IL  60603 
tzaLner@ibltd.com 
tziitow5kitn@ibltd.com 
nacinik@ibltd.com 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Ronald 
Watts 


Elizabeth  Wang 
Loevy  &  Loevy 
2060  Broadway,  Suite  460 
Boulder,  CO  80302 
e  I  i  za  belli  w  @  I  oe  v  y  xo  m 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiffs 


Gary  Ravitz 
Eric  Palles 
Ravitz  &  Palles,  P.C. 

203  N.  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  2100 
Chicago,  IL  60601 
gravitz@iavitzpallcs.com 
epal  les@ravitzpalles.cQm 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Kallatt 
Mohammed 


Terrence  Bums 
Paul  Michalik 
Daniel  Noland 
Molly  Thompson 
t  b  u  rn  s@d  y  ke  m  a .  c  om 
pm  ichal  ik@d  yke  maxom 
dnoland@dvkema.com 
methompsoii@dvkema.com 

Attorneys  for  City  of  Chicago , 
Philip  Cline,  Debra  Kirby  and 
Karen  Rowan 


/s/  Avi  T.  Kamionski 
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IUCR:  2017  -  Narcotics  -  Manu/Deliver:Crack 


Occurrence  527  E  Browning  Av 
Location:  Chicago  IL  60653 

121  -  Cha  Apartment 

Occurrence  Date:  04  February  2002  22:10 


Beat:  0212 


Unit  Assigned:  4533 

RO  Arrival  Date:  04  February  2002  21:25 


#  Offenders:  1 


VICTIM 


Name: 

Res: 


DIST  002 


527  E  Browning  Av 
Chicago  IL  60653 

CPD  Officer:  No 


Beat:  0212 


PERSON  REPORTING  OFFENSE 


Name: 

Res: 


DIST  002 


527  E  Browning  Av 
Chicago  IL  60653 

CPD  Officer:  No 


Beat:  0212 


Suspect#  1 


Beat:  0212 


Chicago  ILLINOIS  60653 


Demographics 


In  Custody 


Male 

Black 

5'09, 

207  lbs , 

Brown  Eyes 
Black  Hair 
Dark  Complexion 


DOB:  ^^^1972 
Age:  29  years 


Narcotics  #1 

Possessor/User: 

Type:  Cocaine/Crack 

Taken/Stolen?  No 

Weight:  1  Grams 

Recovered?  No 

CO 

o 

h 

O 

o 

QC 

Street  Value:  123 

Owner:  ^^HUH 

Seized?  No 

Inventory#:  2238474 

Narcotics  #2 

Possessor/User: 

< 

2 

Type:  Cocaine/Crack 

Taken/Stolen?  No 

Weight:  63  Grams 

Recovered?  No 

Street  Value:  7749 

Owner: 

Seized?  No 

Inventory#:  2238475 
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PERSONNEL  OTHER  PROPERTIES 


Chicago  Police  Department  -  Incident  Report 


^Property  #1 


RD#:  HH1 67646 


Estimated  Value:  $83.00 

Used  as  Weapon?  No 

Inventory#:  2238476 

Taken/Stolen?  No 

Description:  Use 

Owner: 

Property  Type:  Other 

Recovered?  No 

Seised?  No 

Unknown  Status?  No 

I  Reporting  Officer 
Reporting  Officer 


#49737  LEE  JR,  Isaac 

#49745  BRANDON,  Sean,  S 


13  Feb  2002  11:22  002 
13  Feb  2002  11:23  193 
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ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


CASE  0  2  CRO  5  9  9  2  01  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  009  OF  047 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

101702  -  0891  - 

DEFENDANT  ON  BOND  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

101702  -  0380  - 

DISCOVERY  ANSWER  FILED  000000  2 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

101702  -  0300  - 
WITNESSES  ORDERED  TO  APPEAR 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

101702  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  111802 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P.  \ 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


000000 

0930  AM 


CASE  02CR0599201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  010  OF  047 

DEFENDANT  NAME :  LST  APPEAL : 

111802  -  0891  - 

DEFENDANT  ON  BOND  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6  TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

111802  -  0300  - 

WITNESSES  ORDERED  TO  APPEAR  000000 

TOOMIN ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

111802  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  123002 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


CASE  0  2CR0  5  9  9  2  01  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  Oil  OF  047 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

123002  -  0891  - 

DEFENDANT  ON  BOND  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

123002  -  0300  - 

WITNESSES  ORDERED  TO  APPEAR  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

123002  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6 T H  &  CALIFORNIA 

012903  -  0891  - 
DEFENDANT  ON  BOND  000000 

JONES ,  RICKEY 

ROOM  702  2  6  TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


012903 

0930  AM 


CASE  0  2  CRO  5  9  9201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  012 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL 

012903  -  0300  - 

WITNESSES  ORDERED  TO  APPEAR  000000 

JONES ,  RICKEY 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

012903  -  0305 
CONTINUANCE  BY 
JONES ,  RICKEY 
ROOM  702 

031103  -  0891  - 

DEFENDANT  ON  BOND  000000 

EGAN,  JAMES  D. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


AGREEMENT  031103 

2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


OF  047 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


CASE  0  2CR0  5  9  9201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  013  OF  047 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

031103  -  0300  - 

WITNESSES  ORDERED  TO  APPEAR  000000 

EGAN,  JAMES  D. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

031103  -  0305 
CONTINUANCE  BY 
EGAN,  JAMES  D. 

ROOM  702 

041403  -  0996  - 

RECALL/EXEC  SENT  TO  POLICE  AGY  000000 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

041403  -  0891  - 

DEFENDANT  ON  BOND  000000 

TOOMIN ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6  TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


AGREEMENT  041403 

2  6 TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


CASE  0  2  CRO  5  9  9  2  01  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

041403  -  0399  - 

CHARGE  AMENDED  000000 

TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6  T  H  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


PAGE:  014  OF  047 
LST  APPEAL: 

C001 


041403  -  0421  - 

PLEA  OF  GUILTY  000000  C001 

TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


041403  -  0426  - 

JURY  WAIVED  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


041403  -  0431  - 

FINDING  OF  GUILTY  C001 

TOOMIN ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


CASE  0  2  CRO  5  9  9  2  01  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 


PAGE:  015  OF  047 
LST  APPEAL: 


041403  -  0531  - 

DEF  SENTENCED  TO  PROBATION  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P.  MIN  002  Y 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


041403  -  0612  - 

CASH  BOND  REFUND  TO  ATTORNEY  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


041403  -  0703  - 

WARRANT  QUASHED  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


C001 


B001 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001 


F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL 
THRU  047  DESTINATION 


FI 0=RST 


F12=PRT  CLR=EXI T 


PAGE:  016  OF  047 
LST  APPEAL: 

B001 

1499731 

041503  -  0758  - 

CBR  PROCSED  FRWD  ACCT  DEP  000000 

D7445363  $2,250 

CLERK ' S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

071204  -  0353  - 

PET  VIOL  OF  PROBATION  FILED  000000 

HYLAND  COLLEEN  ANN 

BRANCH  1  RM  100  0100  PM 

071204  -  0686  - 

PETITION  FOR  V.O.P*  ALLOWED  000000 

HYLAND  COLLEEN  ANN 

BRANCH  1  RM  100  0100  PM 


CASE  02CR0599201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

041503  -  0612  - 

CASH  BOND  REFUND  TO  ATTORNEY  000000 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


CASE  02CR0599201  S 
DEFENDANT  NAME:  | 

071204  -  0606  - 
NO  BAIL 

HYLAND  COLLEEN  ANN 
BRANCH  1  RM 

071204  -  0301  - 

MOTION  STATE  -  CONTINUANCE  -MS 
HYLAND  COLLEEN  ANN 
BRANCH  1  RM  100 

071904  -  0890  - 
DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY 
TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  & 

071904  -  0896  - 
PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


000000 

CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


CASE  02CR0599201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  018  OF  047 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

071904  -  0601  - 
BAIL  AMOUNT  SET 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL 
ROOM  702  2 

071904  -  0676  - 
O/C  ONLY  REL  DEF 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL 
ROOM  702  2 

071904  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  080404 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


000000  200000.00 

p . 

6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


ON  D  BOND  000000 

P  . 

6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


PAGE:  019  OF  047 
LST  APPEAL: 

1726 


080404  -  0890  - 

DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

080404  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

080404  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  082304 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


CASE  02CR0599201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

072104  -  0388  - 

HEARING  DATE  ASSIGNED  080604 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


CASE  02CR0599201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  020  OF  047 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

080604  -  0890  - 
DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

080604  -  0896  - 
PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

080604  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

082304  -  0890  - 
DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


082304 

0930  AM 


CASE  02CR0 5  9  9201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 


PAGE:  021  OF  047 
LST  APPEAL: 


082304  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

082304  -  0353  - 
PET  VIOL  OF  PROBATION 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  & 

082304  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  092904 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


FILED  000000 

CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


CASE  02CR0599201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  022  OF  047 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

092904  -  0890  - 

DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY  000000 

TOOMI N  ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

092904  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

T  OOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

092904  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMIN ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

102704  -  0890  - 
DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 

=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE :  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


102704 

0930  AM 


CASE  0  2CR0  5  9  9  2  01  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  023  OF  047 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

102704  -  0896  - 
PRISONER  DATA  SHEET 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH 

102704  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMIN ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

111804  -  0890  - 

DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE :  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


111804 

0930  AM 


TO  ISSUE  000000 

&  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


CASE  0  2  CRO  5  9  9  2  01  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  024  OF  047 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

111804  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMI N  ,  MICHAEL  P . 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

111804  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

112404  -  0890  - 
DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P . 

ROOM  702  2  6 TH  & 

112404  -  0896  - 
PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


000000 

CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


112404 

0  930  AM 


CASE  0  2  CRO  5  9  9201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 


PAGE:  025  OF  047 
LST  APPEAL: 


112404  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMIN ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

120704  -  0891  - 
DEFENDANT  ON  BOND 
TOOMIN ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH 

120704  -  0929  - 
TASC  EXAM  ORDERED  000000 

TOOMIN ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE :  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


000000 

&  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


120704 

0930  AM 


CASE  0  2  CRO  5  9  9  2  01  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  026  OF  047 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

120704  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  010705 

TOOMI N  ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

010705  -  0606  - 

NO  BAIL  000000 

TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

010705  -  0701  - 

WARR  ORD,  WARR  ISSUED  000000 

TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

010705  -  0703  - 

WARRANT  QUASHED  000000 

TOOMI N  ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


CASE  0  2  CRO  5  9  9  2  01  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  027 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL 

010705  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

010705  -  0997  - 

WARRANT  SENT  TO  POLICE  AGENCY  000000 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  1230  PM 

010705  -  0996  - 

RECALL/EXEC  SENT  TO  POLICE  AGY  000000 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  1230  PM 

030405  -  0999  - 

SPECIAL  ORDER  000000 

SUPPLEMENTAL  PETITION 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


031105 

0930  AM 


OF  047 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


CASE  02CR0599201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

030405  -  0388  - 

HEARING  DATE  ASSIGNED  031105 

CLERK 1 S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

031105  -  0353  - 
PET  VIOL  OF  PROBATION 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6 TH  & 

032405  -  0353  - 
PET  VIOL  OF  PROBATION  FILED 
LINEHAN  NEIL  J. 

BRANCH  1  RM  100 

032405  -  0686  - 
PETITION  FOR  V.O.P.  ALLOWED  000000 

LINEHAN  NEIL  J. 

BRANCH  1  RM  100  0100  PM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


000000 

0100  PM 


FILED  000000 

CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


PAGE:  028  OF  047 
LST  APPEAL: 

1726 


CASE  02CR0599201  S 
DEFENDANT  NAME:  | 

032405  -  0922  - 
APPEARANCE  FILED 
LINEHAN  NEIL  J. 

BRANCH  1  RM 

032405  -  0606  - 
NO  BAIL 

LINEHAN  NEIL  J  * 

BRANCH  1  RM  100 

032405  -  0304  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  ORDER  OF  COURT 
LINEHAN  NEIL  J. 

BRANCH  1  RM  100 

033105  -  0890  - 
DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY  000000 

T  OOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


033105  1726 

0100  PM 


000000 

0100  PM 


CASE  0  2  CRO  5  9  9  2  01  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  030  OF  047 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

033105  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

033105  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH&  CALIFORNIA 

040105  -  0890  - 

DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE :  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


040105 

0930  AM 


CASE  0  2  CRO  5  9  9  2  01  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

040105  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH&  CALIFORNIA  0930 

040105  -  0363  - 

MOTION  FOR  BAIL  REDUCTION  000000  1 

BOND  OF  100,000  IN  CASE  #05-1115896  TO 

TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930 

040105  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  042205 

TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6  TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930 


PAGE:  031  OF  047 
LST  APPEAL: 

AM 

0000.00  S  2 

ALSO  COVER  THIS  CASE 

AM 

AM 
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CASE  0  2  CRO  5  9  9  2  01  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  032  OF  047 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

041205  -  0388  - 

HEARING  DATE  ASSIGNED  042805  1726 

CLERK '  S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

042805  -  0890  - 
DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY 
TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  & 

042805  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

042805  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  052005 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P . 

ROOM  702  2  6 TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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000000 

CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


CASE  02CR0599201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  033  OF  047 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

052005  -  0890  - 

DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6 TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

052005  -  0896  - 
PRISONER  DATA  SHEET 
T  OOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH 

052005  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
T  OOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6  TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

053105  -  0891  - 
DEFENDANT  ON  BOND  000000 

TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


053105 

0930  AM 


TO  ISSUE  000000 

&  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


CASE  0  2  CRO  5  9  9201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 


PAGE:  034  OF  047 
LST  APPEAL: 


053105  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

062705  -  0999  - 
SPECIAL  ORDER 

SUPPLEMENTAL  PETITION 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

062705  -  0388  - 
HEARING  DATE  ASSIGNED  062805  1726 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

062805  -  0303  - 

MOTION  DEFT  -  CONTINUANCE  -  MD  070705 

TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  047  DESTINATION 


000000 

0930  AM 


062805 

0930  AM 


CASE  02CR0599201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 


PAGE:  035  OF  047 
LST  APPEAL: 

070705  -  0999  - 

SPECIAL  ORDER  000000 

M/D  TO  MODIFY  PROB  TO  STAY  CURFEW  UNTIL  FURTHER  ORDER  OF  CT  GRANTED 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

070705  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

081605  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  092805 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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081605 

0930  AM 


CASE  0  2CR0  5  9  9201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  036  OF  047 

DEFENDANT  NAME :  LST  APPEAL : 

092805  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  101705 

TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

101705  -  0890  - 

DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY  000000 

TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

101705  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

T  OOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

101705  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  103105 

TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P . 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  0  2  CRO  5  9  9201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  037  OF  047 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

102505  -  0388  - 

HEARING  DATE  ASSIGNED  103105  1726 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

103105  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

103105  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6  TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

112805  -  0891  - 
DEFENDANT  ON  BOND  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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112805 

0930  AM 


CASE  0  2CR0  5  9  9  2  01  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  038 

DEFENDANT  NAME  :  LST  APPEAL 

112805  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6  TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

120805  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

120805  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  012606 

TOOMIN ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


120805 

0930  AM 


OF  047 
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CASE  0  2CR0  5  9  9201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

121305  -  0686  - 

PETITION  FOR  V.O.P.  ALLOWED  000000 

J.  TOOMIN  ON  12/15/05 
HYLAND  COLLEEN  ANN 

BRANCH  1  RM  100  0100  PM 


PAGE:  039  OF  047 
LST  APPEAL: 


121305  -  0606  - 
NO  BAIL 

HYLAND  COLLEEN  ANN 
BRANCH  1  RM  100 


000000 

0100  PM 


121405  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  26TH&  CALIFORNIA 


000000 

0930  AM 
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CASE  0  2  CRO  5  9  9201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  040 

DEFENDANT  NAME  :  LST  APPEAL 

121405  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  010506 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

122205  -  0388  - 

HEARING  DATE  ASSIGNED  010506  1726 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

010506  -  0896  - 
PRISONER  DATA  SHEET 
TOOMIN ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6  T  H 

010506  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  012006 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6  TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


TO  ISSUE  000000 

&  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


OF  047 
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CASE  02CR0599201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  041 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL 

012006  -  0890  - 

DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY  000000 

TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6 TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

012006  -  0896  - 
PRISONER  DATA  SHEET 
T  OOMI N  ,  MICHAEL  P . 

ROOM  702  2  6 TH 

012006  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
T  OOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P . 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

012306  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

T  OOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P . 

ROOM  702  2  6 TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


030906 

0930  AM 


TO  ISSUE  000000 

&  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


OF  047 
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CASE  0  2  CRO  5  9  9  2  01  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  042  OF  047 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

012306  -  0299  - 
CASE  ADVANCED 
TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH 

012306  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMI N  ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6  T  H  &  CALIFORNIA 

030906  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  032706 

EGAN,  JAMES  D . 

ROOM  702  2  6 TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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030906 

0930  AM 


030906 

&  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


CASE  0  2CR0  5  9  9  2  01  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  043  OF  047 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

032706  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

032706  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

040306  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

042106  -  0891  - 
DEFENDANT  ON  BOND  000000 

TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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042106 

0930  AM 


040306 

0930  AM 


CASE  02CR0599201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  044  OF  047 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

042106  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

042106  -  0891  - 
DEFENDANT  ON  BOND 
TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH 

042106  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  042806 

T  OOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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000000 

&  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


042806 

0930  AM 


CASE  0  2  CRO  5  9  9  2  01  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  045  OF  047 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

042806  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  052306 

T  OOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

052306  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT 
TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

060506  -  0891  - 
DEFENDANT  ON  BOND 
T  OOMI N  f  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH 

060506  -  0305  - 
CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  060906 

TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6 TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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000000 

&  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


060506 

0930  AM 


CASE  0  2  CRO  5  9  9201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 


PAGE:  046  OF  047 
LST  APPEAL: 

060906  -  0890  - 

DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY  000000 

TOOMI N ,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

060906  -  0896  - 

PRISONER  DATA  SHEET  TO  ISSUE  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

060906  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  070706 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 
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CASE  0  2CR0  5  9  9201  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  047  OF  047 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

070706  -  0510  - 

PROB  TERM  UNSATIFACTOR  000000 

TOOMIN,  MICHAEL  P. 

ROOM  702  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

END  OF  FILE 
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STATE  OF  ILLINOIS  ) 

)  ss 

COUNTY  OF  COOK  ) 

IN  THE  CIRCUIT  COURT  OF  COOK  COUNTY,  ILLINOIS 
COUNTY  DEPARTMENT,  CRIMINAL  DIVISION 

| 

PEOPLE  OF  THE  STATE  OF  ILLINOIS,  ) 

) 

Plaintiff,  ) 

) 

v.  )  Case  No.  04  CR  19000 

) 

_  ) 

) 

Defendant.  ) 

ANSWER  TO  PEOPLE'S  MOTION  FOR  PRE-TRIAL  DISCOVERY 

NOW  COMES,  the  defendant,  and  through  his  attorney,  MATTHEW 

L.  MAHONEY,  and  in  answer  to  the  People's  motion  states  as  follows: 

1 .  Defendant  denies  each  and  every  allegation  set  forth  in  the  indictment  and  will 
rely  upon  the  State's  inability  to  prove  him  guilty  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt.  Additionally, 
defendant  intends  to  assert  the  affirmative  defense  of  alibi.  On  the  date  and  time  of  the  offense, 
defendant  was  at  the  Hyatt  Regency  Hotel,  McCormick  Place,  Room  504,  located  at  2233  S. 
Martin  Luther  King  Drive,  Chicago,  Illinois  60616. 

2.  Defendant  may  or  may  not  testify.  The  defendant  may  call  any  witnesses  whose 
names  appear  in  Chicago  Police  Case  Report,  State's  List  of  Witnesses,  Grand  Jury  Testimony 
and  Preliminary  Hearing,  or  which  appear  on  the  State's  Answer  to  Discovery. 

A)  Alibi  Witnesses 


Chicago,  Illinois  60653 

tnfif  mzm 


011359 


Chicago,  Illinois  60653 


3. 

Chicago,  Illinois  60653 

Cook  County  Adult  Probation  Department 
Chicago,  Illinois  60608 

Investigation  continues  for  purposes  of  the  affirmative  defense  of  alibi  and  will 
forward  information  as  it  is  tendered  to  Defendant. 

3.  None  at  this  time. 

4.  See  attached  hotel  receipt  and  community  service  time  card. 

5.  Will  comply. 


Respectfully  submitted. 


Attorney  for  Defendant 

820  W.  Jackson  Boulevard,  Suite  300 

Chicago,  IL  60607 

312-669-1700 


2 


H>/W 


Hyatt  Regency  McCormick  Place 
2233  S.  Martin  Luther  King  Dr. 
Chicago,  IL  60616  USA 
312.567.1234 
FAX  312.567.1270 


Guest  Account 


|  Room  |  Rate  "  |  Arrive  |  Depart  |  Folio  No.  |  Account  [Affiliation  [FF  [TO  [Page| 

504  264.00  06/17/04  06/18/04  2  CCARD  0-SWKD  11  MDB  1 


02:55  NAD  1/0 

**  DEPARTED  ** 

E 

CHICAGO  IL  60653 


-Signet  nrn 


I  agree  that  my  liability  for  this  bill  is  not  waived  and  f 
arjree  to  be  held  personally  liable  in  the  event  that  the 
Indicated  person,  company  or  association  fails  to  pay 


011361 


CIRCUIT  COURT  OF  COOK  CQ{  fMrv 
Adult  Probation  Department 
Community  Service  Unit 
2650  S.  California  Ave.  L.  L. 
Chicago,  III.  60608  Ph.  773-869-2255 
S"-  (f-*  Y 
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•This  lorm  must  be  returned  to 
the  Resource  Division  officer. 
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POSSESSION  OF  A  CONTROLLED  SUB^TANC^  2024 ■ 
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10359374 


M  01  32  508  200  BRN.  BLM.  MED 


LH .  rm  .  v  0  HQ 


THIS  IS  A  REPORT  BY  PUBLIC  HOUSING  SOUTH  TACTICAL  UNIT  4512B.  IK  SUMMARY:  R/OfS  RECEIVED 
INFORMATION  THAT  A  M/01  KNOWN  SELLING*  DRUGS  AT  527  E.  BROWNING.  ARMED 

.WITH  THAT  INFORMATION  R/O’S  WENT  IQ  THAT  LOCATION  AND  OBSERVED  THAT  SUBJECT  KNOWN  TO  R/OfS 
AS  STANDING  AT  THE  TOP  OF  THE  SECOND  FLOOR  LANDING  IN  THE  STAIRWELL.  AS 

R/O'S  APPROACHED  THE  SUBJECT  KNOWN  AS  PROCEEDED  TO  RUN  UP  THE  STAIRS  WITH  tt/O'S 

IN  FERSUIT.  WITHOUT  'LOOSING  SIGHT' OF  THE  SUBJECT  R/O'S  OBSERVED  THE  "SUBJECT  TRY  TO  GAIN  ENTRY 


INTO  APT.  j^^AND  AT  THAT  TIME  HE  WAS  UNABLE  TO  DO  SO  DUE  TO  THE  DOOR  BEING  LOCKED-  R/O'S 
DETAINED  THE  SUBJECT  AT  THAT  TIME.  R/O'S  HAVE  FRIOR  KNOWLEDGE  Of" THE  SUBJECT  AND  HE  WAS 


LIST  ED  AS  THE  OFFENDER  FOR  POSSESSION  OF  A  CONTROLLED  SUBSTANCE  UNDER  RDff  HK-437551 - _ 

THE  SUBJECT  KNOWN  AS  M/Ol  WAS  THEN  PLACED  INTO  CUSTODY  AFTER  BEING  ADVISED 

OF  ill  ::  I, Hi  .AT.  iUi'llTS  AND  TiUMSIMli  i;:  j  TO  TJN7T  715  FOK  I'WUCHSS  ING  pL’E  TO  THE  FACT  I  HAT  THE  OFFE¬ 
NDER  ON  17  JUN  .04  AT  1730Urs.  WAS  OBSERVED  BY  R/O’S  PLACING  A  LARGE  PLASTIC  BAG  THAT  COHT- 


ASSIST1NG  R/Q*S:  4512A  BOLTON#  15903,  GONZALEZ# 12152,  RODRIGUEZ# 15511,  4512C  EDWARDS# 
16230,  MOHAMMED#  14122,  4512D  RI.DCELLIf6997  ,  SUMMERS#  19 63 7 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  REPORT,  CPD-T I  A\  1-A 
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GENERAL  INSTRUCTIONS 


PURPOSE  OF  THE  REPORT 

Tkii  Supplementary  Rtpuft  is  designed  to  record  the  result!  of  an  inv^stlgmlion  conducted  by  a  iwom  member  (other  than  j  member 
as  limned  to  a  unit  within  the  Bureau  of  investigative  Service^  of  a  matter  previously  recorded  on  a  case  report  or  Traffic  Accident  Re¬ 
port  including  any  new  development!  in  the  cue  fallowing  the  Submission  of  the  Original  report, 

WHEN  TO  PREPARE  A  SUPPLEMENTARY  REPORT 

This  Supplementary  Report  is  used  to  record  the  recovery  of  lost  or  jtolefl  property  h  additional  list!  of  jOit  or  stolen  property ,  leriai 
numhers  of  item!  noi  originally  available,  arrests  and  other  activity  ar  information  regarding  a  previously  reported  case  or  traffic 
accident  (thg,,  certain  Canine  LTiiit  dog  bile  caw  and  certain  requests  for  letters  of  Abatement  in  vice  related  matters,  etc.}# 

REPORT  PREPARATION 

Tlit  number?  bdow  refer  to  boa  numheri  on  the  reporting  form.  If  known „  include  Apartment,  floor  or  room  number  whenever  an 
address  la  required. 


.1+  Record  the  ineidemyoffense  cUsaifkation  and,  in  other  than 
traffic  accident  related  reports,  the  Illinois  Uniform  Crime 
Reporting  (I-UCR)  otfens/epde  as  indicated  on  the  last 
previous  case  report  or  traffic  accident  report, 

SH  Enter  street  number,  direction  and  street  name  supplied  by 
Complainant  and/or  investigation.  Cheek  appropriate  square. 

3.  Enter  the  beat,of  occurrence  at  indicated  on  the  laU  previous 
reportp  Unless  corrected.  If  corrected,  note  this  fact  in  the 
narrative  of  the  report, 

4.  Enter  the  datets)  Of  the  original  occurrence  and  the  time 
or  time  span  of  occurrence, 

5.  Print  last  name  first,  first  name  and  middle  initial,  if  iny.  If 
victim/subject  is  a  business,  use  the  firm  name-  If  there  is 
more  than  one  Yictim/subject,  list  name!  In  the  beginning  of 
Narrative.  Correct  Boa.  If  Yes  is  checked*  enter  correct 
name  in  the  required  sequence  in  the  Name  space.  If  No 

it  checked,  the  information  will  be  assumed  to  be  correct. 

6.  Check  appropriate  square  if  fire  or  explosion  occurred, 

7*  Enter  Beat  assigned  to  the  supplemental  investigation 
(«<*,  1421  h  341  £h  etc-)* 

6.  Enter  the  AddPlll  d  bjapt,  If  a  business »  enter 

the  company  address. 

9.  Enter  type  and*  in  other  than  traffic  accident  related  report^ 
location  code  number  for  the  location  where  the  original 
incident/of feme  occurred.  Refer  to  Location  Codes  on  out¬ 
side  cover  of  the  General  Offense  Case  Report  booklet 
(e.g.r  Grocery/ Food ‘Store  -  Jewel*  221),  on  the  last  page 

of  the  Incident  Reporting  Guide,  or  on  the  inside  cover 
of  the  Attest  Report  booklet. 

10,  a.  If  the  property  being  described  has  been  taken 

(T)  (itolen/laat).  check  the  appropriate  square  in 
the  applicable  box  to  identify  the  type  and  give  the 
value  of  ihe  property,  Po  not  repeat  information  al¬ 
ready  recorded  on  the  original  case  report  or  previous 
supplementary  report. 

b.  If  the  property  being  described  has  been  recovered  ( R)p 
check  the  appropriate  square  in  the  applicable  box  to  * 
identify  the  type  and  give  the  value  of  the  property,. 

c.  When  reporting  recovered  property  which  has  been 
verified  as  stolen  property,  bm  for  which  there  is  no 
original  cane  report  documents doilj  check  both  the 
Taken  (Til  and  Recovered  (R)  square!. 

(1 )  When  the  dollar  Value  of  the  property  stolen 
it  the  tame  amount  ai  ii  that  of  the  property 
recovered,  only  one  dollar  amount  need  be 
inserted  to  the  right  of  the  checked  (T)  and 
(R)  aquarc$. 


(2)  When  tilt  dollar  value  of  the  property  stolen  is 
different  from  the  dollar  value  of  the  property 
recovered,  both  dollar  amount!  must  be  in¬ 
setted  to  the  right  of  the  checked  (T)  ahdl  (R} 
squares. 

11.  Enter  alleged  offender's  name  and/or  alias;  if  unknown, 
give  clothing  description. 

Space  Ls  provided  in  the  section  for  a  total  of  two  offend¬ 
er a,  if  more  space  it  required,  identify  is  Offender  m4 
use  Narrative. 

12.  Enter  home  address  (If  known)  of  the  offender, 

13.  Enter  sex,  race  code  number,  age,  and  physical  descript¬ 
ion  of  offender, 

14.  Enter  the  C.B.  Number  and/or  LR,  Number  (If  known)/ 
YTX  Number/] ,D. A.  Number  if  an  offender  is  aireautd- 
Entcrcode  from  Of  fender/ Victim  Relationship  Code 
Table  on  the  report  ONLY  if  victim  and  offender  are 
member!  of  the  same  family  or  household.  If  relation¬ 
ship  is  not  listed,  me  23-Other  and  deicribe  in  Narrative, 

15.  Enter  total  number  of  arrestees  and  the  number  of  the 
a  ire  sting  unit. 

16.  Check  appropriate  square  if  applicable  and  enter  addition¬ 
al  information  if  known. 

If  more  thin  one  vehicle  ii  involved*  me  Narrative, 

Enter  motor  vehicle  inventory  number  and  pound  number 
if  applicable  in  Narrative. 

17.  Enter  the  RJDv  number  assigned  in  the  report.  Also 
record  the  R,D,  number  in  the  space  provided  on  the 
reverse  side  of  the  report  ONLY  when  a  narrative  is  con¬ 
tinued  on  the  reverse, 

80,  In,  cases  involving  more  than  one  { I )  victim  or  two  (2) 
offenders,  enter  the  additional  name 5  and  information 
before  beginning  the  narrative  account. 

Give  concise  statement  of  the  facts  of  the  caae.  Do  not 
unnecessarily  repeat  Information  already  con  (lined  in  any 
of  the  numbered  boxes.  If  the  address  of  original  incident/ 
offense  19  different  from  the  address  where  the  report  ij 
being  made  1  so  indicate  in  the  Narrative. 

Record  the  developments  of  this  Case  subsequent  to  the 
submission  of  the  last  care  report.  Continued  on  Other 
Side,  Check  the  square  only  if  the  report  is  continued 
on  the  reverse  side* 

30.  Indicate  the  number  and  recipient  of  extra  copies  of  this 
report. 

91,  Enter  the  date  and  time  At  which  the  reporting  officers) 


CFD-fiS.461  (Rev,  11/65] 


92. 


completed  the  iilve lt% iUon  which  It  the  subject  of  thia  re-  93. 
J>Mt. 

Approving  supervisor  enter!  hit  printed  name,  *tar  number  94. 
arid  signature  when  he  approves  the  report.  U  report  narra¬ 
tive  is  continued  on  the  reverie  tide,  approving  Jiipervijor1* 
signature,  Itar  number  and  date  of  approval  il  additionally 
required  on  the  reveitc  t ide  of  the  repot  I- 


Rnter  printed  name  of  officer  completing  the  report,  Hat 
number  and  aiffutura. 

Enter  printed  name,  ttar  number  and  signature  of  a  iccond 
officer  if  applicable. 

Enter  date  and  time  report  it  approved. 


J' 
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ILLINOIS  STATE  POLICE 
Division  of  Forensic  Services 
Forensic  Science  Center  at  Chicago 
1941  West  Roosevelt  Road 
Chicago,  Illinois  60608-1229 
(312)  433-8000  (Voice)  *  l-(800)  255-3323  (TDD) 

Rod  R.  Blagojevich  Larry  G.  Trent 

Governor  July  7,  2004  Director 


YOUNG  JR,  KENNETH  17931 

CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT  UNIT  715 

PUBLIC  HOUSING  UNIT  -  SOUTH 

770  EAST  38TH  STREET 

CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Laboratory  Case  #C04-028696 
RD#HK437551 

OFFENSE  Violation  of  Controlled  Substances  Act 
SUSPECT 


The  following  evidence  was  received  by  the  Forensic  Science  Center  at  Chicago  on  June  24,  2004: 

Inventory#  10359374 


LAB/AGENCY 

ITEM  SUBMITTED 

FINDINGS 

1A 

15.7  grams  of  powder  from  (55) 
items 

Heroin 

IB 

An  estimated  69.9  grams  of 
powder  from  (245)  items 

Not  analyzed 

2 

An  estimated  4.8  grams  of  powder 
from  (16)  items 

Not  analyzed 

730  ILCS  5/5-9-1.4(b)  states  that  a  criminal  laboratory  analysis  fee  of  $100  shall  be  imposed  for  persons 
adjudged  guilty  of  an  offense  in  violation  of  the  Cannabis  Control  Act  or  the  Illinois  Controlled 
Substances  Act. 


Respectfully  submitted, 


Arthur  Weathers 
Forensic  Scientist 
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5/24/2019 


View  Report 


Investigation  Conflict  Certification 

I  hereby  certify  that  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  neither  I,  nor  my  spouse  or  domestic  partner,  my  parent,  my  sibling  or  my  child 

(hereinafter  my  household  or  immediate  family),  has  a  personal,  professional  (outside  of  Department  business)  or  financial  relationship  with  the  victim/subject/detainee(s), 
reporting  parties,  accused/involved  department  member(s),  witness  department  member(s),  or  civilian  witness(es). 

I  further  certify  that  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  the  resolution  of  the  matter  under  investigation  will  not  positively  or  negatively  affect  my 
financial  interests  or  the  financial  interest  of  any  member  of  my  household  or  immediate  family. 

I  acknowledge  that  I  must  disclose  to  the  head  of  the  Internal  Affairs  Division  or  the  head  of  the  Independent  Police  Review  Authority, 
in  writing,  the  acquisition  of  any  financial  interest  or  the  development  or  the  discovery  of  any  personal  interest  that  would  directly  affect 
my  ability  to  conduct  an  impartial  objective  investigation  and  render  unbiased  decisions  concerning  the  matter  under  investigation. 

I  acknowledge  that  I  must  disclose  to  the  head  of  the  Internal  Affairs  Division  or  the  head  of  the  Independent  Police  Review  Authority, 
in  writing,  the  discovery  that  a  member  of  my  household  or  immediate  family  has  a  personal,  professional  or  financial  relationship  with  the 
victim/subject/detainee(s),  reporting  parties,  accused/involved  department  member(s),  witness  department  member(s),  or  civilian  witness(es) 
or  if  a  member  of  my  household  or  immediate  family  will  be  positively  or  negatively  affected  by  the  resolution  of  the  matter  under  investigation. 

Signed  by 

Detailed  Unit  N/A 

Signed  by  MASTERS,  GREG  Star  No.  N/A  Employee  No. 

Entered  Date/Time  04-APR-2018  10:41  Position  INVESTIGATOR  3  COPA  Assigned  Unit  113 


User: 

Module:  15280  $R 


evision:  1.252 


$ 


Copyright  ©  2002,  All  rights  reserved. 
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View  Face  Sheet  (Print) 


FACE  SHEET  (Notification  Date:  06-DEC-2017)  -  LOG  #1087749 

Type:  INFO 


Reporting  Party  Information 

Role  Name  Star  No.  Emp  No.  Unit  No.  Position  Sex  Race  Address  Phone 

NON-CPD  Reporting  Party  Third  Party  MALE  -  BUSINESS:  ^ ,  CHICAGO,  IL  60607  Beat  1214  US  - 


Incident  Information 


Incident  From  Date/Time  Address  Of  Incident 


Beat  District  Of 
Occurrence 


Location  Code 


Location 

Description 


03-APR-2004  12:30  -  03-APR-2004  12:30  574  E.  36TH  ST,  CHICAGO,  IL  60653  212  002  122  -CHA  HALLWAY/STAIRWELL/ELEVATOR  - 


Accused  Members 

Status  Allegations 

ON  Duty  It  is  alleged  that  the  accused  officer  falsely  arrested  the  victim. 

ON  Duty  It  is  alleged  that  the  accused  officer  falsely  arrested  the  victim. 

ON  Duty  It  is  alleged  that  the  accused  officer  falsely  arrested  the  victim. 

ON  Duty  It  is  alleged  that  the  accused  officer  falsely  arrested  the  victim. 

ON  Duty  It  is  alleged  that  the  accused  officer  falsely  arrested  the  victim. 

ON  Duty  It  is  alleged  that  the  accused  officer  falsely  arrested  the  victim. 

ON  Duty  It  is  alleged  that  the  accused  officer  falsely  arrested  the  victim. 


CR  Required? 

Confidential? 

Extraordinary  Occurrence? 

Police  Shooting  (U)  ? 

Motor  Vehicle  (V)  ? 

Non-Disciplinary  Intervention 
Initial  Assignment 
Notify  IAD  Immediately? 

EEO  Complaint  No. 

Civil  Suit  No. 

Notify  Chief  Administator?  No  Notify  Chief?  No 

Notify  Coordinator?  No  Notification  Does  Not  Apply?  Yes 
Notification  Other  No 


No  Manner  Incident  Received?  Email  -  PO  WHERFEL 
No  Biased  Language?  No 

No  Bias-Based  Profiling?  No 

No 

No  Alcohol  Related?  No 

No  Pursuit  Related?  No 

COPA  Violence  in  Workplace?  No 
No  Domestic  Violence?  No 


Role  Name  Star  No.  Emp  No. 

CPD  Employee  Accused  JONES,  ALVIN  815 

CPD  Employee  Accused  YOUNG  JR,  KENNETH  17931 
CPD  Employee  Accused  WATTS,  RONALD 
CPD  Employee  Accused  SMITH  JR,  ELSWORTH  11737 
CPD  Employee  Accused  GONZALEZ,  ROBERT  12152 
CPD  Employee  Accused  LEWIS,  LAMONICA  3601 
CPD  Employee  Accused  MOHAMMED,  KALLATT  - 


Unit  No.  Position 
005  /  212  SERGEANT  OF  POLICE 
116/-  POLICE  OFFICER 

002/-  SERGEANT  OF  POLICE 

002/-  POLICE  OFFICER 

002/-  POLICE  OFFICER 

002/-  POLICE  OFFICER 


002/376  POLICE  OFFICER 


Incident  Details 


Initial  Incident  Category  List 

No  Incident  Categories  entered. 


Assignment  History 


Assigned  To  Assigned  Team 


Investigator 


Assignment  Date/Time  Assigned  By  Reason 


COPA 

COPA 

COPA 

COPA 

COPA 

COPA 


COPA  SQUAD  15 
COPA SQUAD  15 
COPA  SQUAD  15 
COPA SQUAD  15 
COPA  SQUAD  15 

CIVILIAN  OFFICE  OF  POLICE  ACCOUNTABILITY  - 


WHITMER,  JAMES  (PRIMARY  INV) 
MILLER,  JAMES  (PRIMARY  INV) 
BRETT,  ELIZABETH  (PRIMARY  INV) 
BECKNEK,  ANTHONY  (SUPERVISOR) 


30-MAR-2018  10:04 
19-J  AN-201 8  15:07 
11 -DEC-2017  11:11 
06-DEC-2017  14:08 
06-DEC-2017  14:08 
06-DEC-2017  11:07 


BECKNEK,  ANTHONY  - 
BECKNEK,  ANTHONY  - 
BECKNEK,  ANTHONY  - 
PFEIFER,  ADAM 
PFEIFER,  ADAM 
BRETT,  ELIZABETH  - 


Status  History 

TIP  Every  employee  included  in  the  Status  History  is  subject  to  be  called  for  legal  or  administrative  proceedings. 


Assigned/ 

Resulting  Status  Status  Date/Time  Created  By  Position  Detailed  Comments 

Unit 


ADMINISTRATIVELY  CLOSED  01 -MAY-201 8  15:33 
CLOSED  AT  C.O.P.A.  30-APR-2018  11:20 

PENDING  ASSIGN  INVESTIGATOR  06-DEC-2017  14:08 
PENDING  ASSIGN  TEAM  06-DEC-2017  14:08 

PENDING  SUPERVISOR  REVIEW  06-DEC-2017  11:25 
PRELIMINARY  06-DEC-2017  11:07 


DOMAIN,  ALEXANDRA  SUPERVISOR  PARALEGAL 

113/- 

- 

BECKNEK,  ANTHONY 

SUPERVISING  INVESTIGATOR  113  /  - 

- 

PFEIFER,  ADAM 

SUPERVISING  INV  COPA 

113/- 

- 

PFEIFER,  ADAM 

SUPERVISING  INV  COPA 

113/- 

- 

BRETT,  ELIZABETH 

INVESTIGATOR  3  COPA 

113/- 

- 

BRETT,  ELIZABETH 

INVESTIGATOR  3  COPA 

113/- 

- 
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5/24/2019 


View  Report 


Investigation  Conflict  Certification 

I  hereby  certify  that  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  neither  I,  nor  my  spouse  or  domestic  partner,  my  parent,  my  sibling  or  my  child 

(hereinafter  my  household  or  immediate  family),  has  a  personal,  professional  (outside  of  Department  business)  or  financial  relationship  with  the  victim/subject/detainee(s), 
reporting  parties,  accused/involved  department  member(s),  witness  department  member(s),  or  civilian  witness(es). 

I  further  certify  that  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  the  resolution  of  the  matter  under  investigation  will  not  positively  or  negatively  affect  my 
financial  interests  or  the  financial  interest  of  any  member  of  my  household  or  immediate  family. 

I  acknowledge  that  I  must  disclose  to  the  head  of  the  Internal  Affairs  Division  or  the  head  of  the  Independent  Police  Review  Authority, 
in  writing,  the  acquisition  of  any  financial  interest  or  the  development  or  the  discovery  of  any  personal  interest  that  would  directly  affect 
my  ability  to  conduct  an  impartial  objective  investigation  and  render  unbiased  decisions  concerning  the  matter  under  investigation. 

I  acknowledge  that  I  must  disclose  to  the  head  of  the  Internal  Affairs  Division  or  the  head  of  the  Independent  Police  Review  Authority, 
in  writing,  the  discovery  that  a  member  of  my  household  or  immediate  family  has  a  personal,  professional  or  financial  relationship  with  the 
victim/subject/detainee(s),  reporting  parties,  accused/involved  department  member(s),  witness  department  member(s),  or  civilian  witness(es) 
or  if  a  member  of  my  household  or  immediate  family  will  be  positively  or  negatively  affected  by  the  resolution  of  the  matter  under  investigation. 

Signed  by 

Detailed  Unit  N/A 

Signed  by  BECKNEK,  ANTHONY  Star  No.  N/A  Employee  No. 

Entered  Date/Time  11-DEC-2017  11:11  Position  SUPERVISING  INVESTIGATOR  Assigned  Unit  113 
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5/24/2019 


View  Report 


Investigation  Conflict  Certification 

I  hereby  certify  that  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  neither  I,  nor  my  spouse  or  domestic  partner,  my  parent,  my  sibling  or  my  child 

(hereinafter  my  household  or  immediate  family),  has  a  personal,  professional  (outside  of  Department  business)  or  financial  relationship  with  the  victim/subject/detainee(s), 
reporting  parties,  accused/involved  department  member(s),  witness  department  member(s),  or  civilian  witness(es). 

I  further  certify  that  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  the  resolution  of  the  matter  under  investigation  will  not  positively  or  negatively  affect  my 
financial  interests  or  the  financial  interest  of  any  member  of  my  household  or  immediate  family. 

I  acknowledge  that  I  must  disclose  to  the  head  of  the  Internal  Affairs  Division  or  the  head  of  the  Independent  Police  Review  Authority, 
in  writing,  the  acquisition  of  any  financial  interest  or  the  development  or  the  discovery  of  any  personal  interest  that  would  directly  affect 
my  ability  to  conduct  an  impartial  objective  investigation  and  render  unbiased  decisions  concerning  the  matter  under  investigation. 

I  acknowledge  that  I  must  disclose  to  the  head  of  the  Internal  Affairs  Division  or  the  head  of  the  Independent  Police  Review  Authority, 
in  writing,  the  discovery  that  a  member  of  my  household  or  immediate  family  has  a  personal,  professional  or  financial  relationship  with  the 
victim/subject/detainee(s),  reporting  parties,  accused/involved  department  member(s),  witness  department  member(s),  or  civilian  witness(es) 
or  if  a  member  of  my  household  or  immediate  family  will  be  positively  or  negatively  affected  by  the  resolution  of  the  matter  under  investigation. 

Signed  by 

Detailed  Unit  N/A 

Signed  by  BRETT,  ELIZABETH  Star  No.  N/A  Employee  No. 

Entered  Date/Time  27-DEC-2017  09:48  Position  INVESTIGATOR  3  COPA  Assigned  Unit  113 
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CONSOLIDATED  PETITION  FOR  RELIEF  FROM  JUDGEMENT  AND  TO  VACATE 
CONVICTIONS  PURSUANT  TO  735  ILCS  5/2-1401 


I  can’t  conceive  of  a  situation  where  if  things  should  develop  down  the  line  where 
it  turned  out  that  your  suspicions  are  correct  and  that  this  guy  [Sergeant  Ronald 
Watts]  is  tagged  at  some  point  that  there  is  a  judge  in  the  building  --  I  can ’t 
conceive  the  state  would  object  to  vacating  pleas  and  even  convictions.  It  just 
would  not  be  right  to  allow  convictions  []  if  they  were  based  upon  outlaw  police. 

■  Statement  of  Judge  Michael  J.  Toomin  to  ^^^^^^|and 
September  1 8,  2006. 

(Ex.  OO  at  10)  (italics  added). 
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The  fifteen  above  captioned-Petitioners,  all  represented  by  undersigned  counsel  from  The 
Exoneration  Project  at  the  University  of  Chicago  Law  School,  file  this  consolidated  petition  for 
relief  from  judgment  and  to  vacate  their  convictions  pursuant  to  735  ILCS  5/2-1 401. 1  In  support 
of  this  request,  Petitioners  state  as  follows: 

I.  INTRODUCTION 

1 .  In  the  last  twenty  months,  eight  different  Cook  County  convictions  have  been 

overturned  on  the  basis  that  disgraced  Sergeant  Ronald  Watts — and  members  of  his  tactical 
team — falsified  charges  and  framed  them  in  furtherance  of  Watts  and  his  team’s  own  criminal 
acts.  See  People  v.  05  CR  8982  (conviction  overturned  in  January  2016  and 

certified  innocent  in  February  2016);  People  v.  06  CR  810 

(two  convictions  overturned  and  findings  of  factual  innocence  in  March  2016);  People  v. 
■■No.  06  CR  12092  (conviction  overturned  and  subsequent  certification  of  innocence  in  the 
fall  of  2016);  People  v.  ^^^B  ^^^B  Nos.  04  CR  9579,  04  CR  17677,  06  CR  13571  (three 
convictions  vacated  on  July  10,  2017);  People  v.  ^^B  ^^^B  No.  09  CR  14547  (conviction 
vacated  on  July  10,  2017).  (Exs.  NN,  PP,  ZZ,  FFF,  TTT,  UUU,  BBBB,  ZZZZ,  AAAAA).2 


1  Contemporaneous  with  this  filing,  Petitioners  have  filed  a  separate  motion  to  consolidate  their 
post-conviction  cases.  Should  this  Court  deny  the  motion  to  consolidate,  Petitioners  ask  this 
pleading  be  considered  the  2-1401  filing  for  each  of  their  individual  cases.  This  Court  should 
note  that  Petitioners  ^^^Band  ^^^Bseek  to  vacate  more  than  one  conviction. 

2  There  are  165  exhibits  filed  in  support  of  this  petition,  and  105  of  them  are  already  available  in 

the  court  files  of  People  v.  05  CR  8982,  People  v. 

No.  06  CR  810,  People  v.  CR  12092,  In  re  Kalven  Appointment  of  a  Special 

Master ,  2016  MR  00034,  and/or  People  v.  CR  0059.  Undersigned 

counsel  from  The  Exoneration  Project  represents  or  represented  each  of  the  Petitioners  in  those 
matters  and  has  continuously  marked  those  exhibits. 

For  the  convenience  of  the  Court  and  the  Clerk’s  office,  Petitioner  attaches  hereto  an 
electronic  copy  of  all  the  exhibits  cited  in  support  of  this  petition  that  are  already  in  the  court 
files  of^m^^^mKalven,  and  ^^^^^^|and  cites  to  the  Exhibit  letter(s)  that  are 
already  continuously  marked.  Hard  copies  of  any  additional  exhibits  in  support  of  this  petition 
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2.  For  seven  of  these  eight  convictions,  the  successful  petitioners  had  completed 
their  sentences  and  were  out  of  custody  at  the  time  they  obtained  2-1401  relief,  just  like  all  of  the 
Petitioners  herein.  In  six  of  the  overturned  convictions,  the  Petitioners  had  pled  guilty,  again  like 
several  of  the  Petitioners  herein. 

3.  The  basis  for  the  extraordinarily  relief  in  these  cases  can  be  found  in  the  1 05 

exhibits  filed  as  part  of  these  cases  and  two  others:  In  re  Kalven  Appointment  of  a  Special 
Master,  2016  MR  00034,  and  People  v.  CR  0059,  a  post-conviction 

matter  that  remains  pending.  Overwhelmingly,  these  exhibits  consist  of  federal,  state,  and  county 
law  enforcement  documents;  sworn  statements  of  whistleblowing  police  officers;  and 
documented  citizen  complaints  demonstrating  that  Watts,  his  federally-convicted  co-defendant 
Officer  Kallatt  Mohammed,  and  a  known  group  of  police  officers  on  their  Second  District 
tactical  team  engaged  in  what  whistleblowing  Chicago  Police  Officer  Daniel  Echeverria  called  a 
“criminal  enterprise”  lasting  “damn  near  a  decade.” 

4.  In  the  wake  of  the  recent  uncovering  of  the  full  scope  of  the  Watts-led 
corruption — which,  in  November  201 1  FBI  “Special  Agent  in  Charge”  Robert  D.  Grant  called 
“systemic  corruption  with  the  Chicago  Police  Department  Second  District” — the  Cook  County 
State’s  Attorney  Office  (CCSAO)  publicly  announced  that  its  Conviction  Integrity  Unit  would  be 
re-investigating  cases  of  individuals  whose  convictions  rested  on  the  word  of  these  corrupt 


are  attached  as  separate  volumes  to  this  filing  and  also  included  on  the  attached  disk.  A  full 
Exhibit  List  including  all  Exhibits  on  the  disk  is  included  with  those  volumes. 

At  the  request  of  the  court,  counsel  can  provide  additional  hard  copies  of  any  exhibits. 
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officers.  See  Rummana  Hussain,  State ’s  attorney  to  exam  Ronald  Watts  cases  for  police 
misconduct,  Ch.  Sun-Times,  Feb  27,  2017/ 

5.  For  each  of  the  Petitioners  herein,  the  same  group  of  Watts-led  officers  that  were 

responsible  for  the  wrongful  convictions  of  ^^^|are  the 

arresting  officers  in  the  cases  they  seek  to  overturn.  All  of  the  cases  are  drug  cases,  just  like  the 
eight  convictions  already  vacated.  Each  occurred  from  2003-2008,  a  time  period  that  the  Watts- 
led  corruption  was  at  its  apex.  And  all  of  the  Petitioners  swear  under  oath  that  they,  too,  are 
victims — indeed,  many  said  the  same  thing  at  or  near  the  time  of  their  convictions  when  the  full 
scope  of  the  police  misconduct  was  not  widely  known. 

6.  In  light  of  these  facts,  each  Petitioner  seeks  relief  and  asks  this  Court  to  vacate 
their  convictions. 

II.  FACTUAL  BACKGROUND 

7.  Prior  to  detailing  the  facts  of  each  Petitioners’  cases,  Petitioners  summarize  the 
newly  discovered  information  about  the  pattern  of  criminal  activity  by  Watts  and  his  tactical 
team.  This  includes  all  of  the  same  evidence  that  led  the  CCSAO  to  voluntarily  agree  to  vacate 
two  convictions  of  ^^^^^Bthree  convictions  of  ^^^^^^^^|and  convictions  of 

well  as  the  additional  sixty  exhibits  more  recently 

discovered  and  attached  to  this  filing. 


3  See  http://chicago.suntimes.com/news/states-attomev-to-exam-ronald-watts-cases-for-police- 
misconduct/ 
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A.  Newly-discovered  evidence  about  the  Watts-led  team  of  officers  involved  in  each 
of  Petitioners  cases. 

i.  Background 

8.  In  2012,  Sergeant  Ronald  Watts  and  Officer  Kallatt  Mohammed — a  junior  Second 
District  officer  working  under  Watts’  direction  in  the  same  Wells  housing  complex — were 
recorded  and  then  federally  charged  with  stealing  money  from  and  paying  off  a  drug  courier. 

That  drug  courier,  however,  was  actually  a  federal  government  informant.  Both  Watts  and 
Mohammed  pled  guilty.  (Ex.  I,  L). 

9.  The  federal  investigation  that  led  to  Watts  and  Mohammed’s  guilty  pleas  was 
lengthy,  sprawling,  and  multifaceted.  It  began  at  least  eight  years  prior  to  their  2012  arrests.  At 
times,  the  investigation  involved  the  CCSAO  and  other  federal  investigative  agencies,  like  the 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco,  Firearms,  and  Explosives  (ATF).  Further,  two  Chicago  Police 
Officers — Shannon  Spalding  and  Daniel  Echeverria — assisted  the  federal  government  in  the 
investigation  that  led  to  Watts  and  Mohammed’s  convictions. 

10.  The  results  of  the  investigations,  as  documented  in  law  enforcement  reports, 

sworn  statements  from  law  enforcement  officers,  and  testimony  and  statements  from  citizens,  is 
detailed  below.  Significantly,  in  addition  to  the  federally  convicted  Watts  and  Mohammed,  there 
is  overwhelming  evidence  that  at  least  seven  members  of  Watts’  crew  were  involved  in  the  day- 
to-day  corruption.  Each  of  the  officers  below  were  listed  as  arresting  officers  in  more  than  one  of 
the  wrongful  arrests  or  convictions  of  ^^^|(Ex.  A-l,  A-2,  B, 

TT,  DDD).  The  officers  are  as  follows4: 

4  Several  other  officers  often  surface  as  working  with  Watts,  Mohammed,  or  these  other  officers 
and  have  been  implicated  in  some  of  the  allegations  listed  in  this  petition,  including  Lamonica 
Lewis  (#16172),  Calvin  Ridgell  (#6997),  Gerome  Summers,  Jr.  (#19687),  and  Darryl  Edwards 
(#16280).  Each  of  these  officers,  moreover,  have  been  involved  in  at  least  one  sustained 
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a.  Brian  Bolton,  #1 5903 

b.  Robert  Gonzalez,  #12152 

c .  Alvin  J ones,  #19462 

d.  Manual  Leano,  #4303 

e.  Douglas  Nichols,  #12415 

f.  Ellsworth  Smith,  Jr.  #11737 

g.  Kenneth  Young,  Jr.  #1 793 1 

11.  In  addition  to  Watts  and  Mohammed,  one  or  more  of  these  officers  were 

substantively  involved  as  arresting  and/or  testifying  officers  for  each  of  the  instant  Petitioners’ 
convictions. 

ii.  Federal  Investigations  of  Watts’  Tactical  Team 
12.  Although  highly  redacted,  documents  obtained  from  an  ongoing  federal  Freedom 
of  Information  Act  (FOIA)  lawsuit  in  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  Case  No. 

1:14  CV  09416,  highlight  the  scope  of  the  FBI’s  investigation  into  Watts,  Mohammed  and 
others.  A  September  24,  2004  report,  documenting  an  interview  three  days  prior  with  an 
individual  whose  name  is  redacted,  notes  that  “Watts  gets  IBW  [Ida  B.  Wells]  drug  dealers  to 
pay  him  to  ‘work’  (sell  drugs)  in  the  housing  project.  If  the  payments  are  made  to  WATTS,  he 
will  in  turn  allow  the  drug  dealers  to  continue  to  sell  drugs.”  The  same  report  described 
Mohammed  as  a  co-conspirator  in  this  scheme,  and  noted  that  “WATTS  receives  weekly 
payments  form  drug  dealers  . . .  typically  in  the  amount  of  $5,000.”  (Ex.  O). 


allegation  of  framing  an  individual  with  members  of  Watts’  team:  Lewis  helped  frame 
mK^E^wards  helped  frame  one  of  his  cases;  and  Ridgell,  Summers, 

and  Edwards  were  all  involved  in  framing  ^^^^^|in  a  2004  case  that  was  dismissed  after 
■won  a  pre-trial  motion.  (Exs.  Y,  EEEE,  ZZZZ). 
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13.  An  FBI  report  dated  September  27,  2004  provided  further  details.  It  noted  that  the 
FBI’s  Watts- targeted  investigation  involved  CPD-IAD  as  well,  and  had  already  “resulted  in  the 
successful  recovery  of  firearms.”  The  report  documented  statements  from  an  individual  who  said 
Watts  “solicited  bribe  payments  from  him”  in  exchange  for  allowing  “his  drug  trafficking 
activity  in  the  Ida  B.  Wells  housing  project.”  Highly  redacted  October  15,  2004,  January  20, 
2006,  and  February  10,  2006  FBI  reports  continue  along  these  lines:  All  indicate  that  Watts  was 
involved  in  systematic  extortion,  bribery,  and  drug  trafficking.  The  federal  investigation  ceased, 
however,  when  the  FBI  learned  that  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney  was  considering  “parallel 
State  prosecution.”  (Ex.  O). 

14.  During  this  same  time  period,  other  federal  agencies  were  receiving  information 

related  to  Watts’s  criminal  activity.  Agents  from  the  ATF  of  the  Department  of  Justice — in 
conjunction  with  officers  with  the  federal  Department  of  Drug  Enforcement  Agency  (DEA)  and 
several  Chicago  Police  Department  officers — were  conducting  an  investigation  into  criminal 
activity  of  the  Gangster  Disciples  at  the  Ida  B.  Wells  Housing  Projects.5  As  part  of  this 
investigation,  these  officials  interviewed  April  7,  2005.  (Ex. 

EEE). 

15.  In  a  nine-page  report  that  included  sixty-two  numbered  paragraphs, 
detailed  extensive  criminal  activity  in  and  around  the  Wells  Housing  Project.  Beginning  in 


5  A  piece  by  watchdog  journalist  Jamie  Kalven  entitled  Code  of  Silence,  published  on  The 
Intercept ,  confirms  that  the  DEA  had  been  investigating  Watts.  Kalven  reports  an  interaction 
whistleblowing  Officers  Shannon  Spalding  and  Daniel  Echeverria  had  with  a  DEA  Agent  in  or 
around  2010.  An  undercover  agent  saw  Spalding  and  Echeverria  interacting  with  a  source 
identified  as  “^^^HThe  DEA  Agent  asked  them  about  it,  noting  they  “we’re  trying  to  get  a 
wire  up  on  him.”  During  the  meeting,  when  Watts’  name  came  up,  “the  DEA  agent  was  outraged 
to  leam  he  was  still  on  the  force  and  had  been  promoted  to  sergeant.”  The  DEA  Agent 
responded:  “Watts  is  still  around,  as  corrupt  as  he  is?  We  were  looking  into  him  10  years  ago.  I 
can’t  believe  your  fucking  department.  I  can’t  believe  they  didn’t  do  anything  about  it.”  (Ex. 
QQQ,  at  Part  II). 
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paragraph  53,  ^^^|dcscribcd  Watts’  tactical  team’s  role  in  the  criminal  activity. 
explained  that  he  had  personally  paid  Watts  $7,000  and  that  his  associate,  '‘^^^^|had 
seemingly  paid  Watts  much  more.  ^^^Jfurther  reported  that  Watts’  associate,  Officer  A1 
Jones,  “also  took  the  payments  from  ‘^^^^H'The  report  also  refers  to  “Kenny”  (believed  to  be 
Officer  Kenneth  Young)  and  Mohammed  as  other  corrupt  officers  working  with  or  for  Watts. 

(Ex.  EEE). 

16.  In  the  next  paragraph,  the  ATF  report  documents  that  on  one  occasion  ^^^|and 
“^^^|paid  Watts  $10,000  and  two  rifles.  These  payments  were  to  avoid  arrest.  A  later 
paragraph  alleges  that  Watts  stole  forty  “bags  of  weed”  from  someone  and  then  sold  the  weed  to 
"^^^^|The  report  further  details  ^^^^|suspi cions  that  Watts  has  a  gambling  problem,  that  a 
man  named  ^^^^^^^^|was  also  paying  off  Watts,  and  that  Watts  “shot  at”  ^^^|after 
HHinfonned  Watts  he  was  not  going  to  pay  him  off.  (Ex.  EEE). 

17.  Eight  months  after  he  detailed  this  information  to  federal  law  enforcement 
officers,  ^^^|was  shot  and  killed. 

1 8.  Several  months  ago,  Ronald  Watts  took  the  Fifth  when  asked  if  he  killed,  solicited 
to  kill,  participated  in  a  conspiracy  to  kill,  or  had  knowledge  of  a  plan  to  kill  ^^^^^^^^|(Ex. 
2,  at  2). 

19.  The  previously-suspended  FBI  investigation  into  Watts’  tactical  team  was 
rejuvenated  in  early  2007,  when  Officers  Echeverria  and  Spalding  contacted  the  FBI.  Although 
again  highly  redacted,  a  January  1 8,  2007  FBI  report  appears  to  document  conversations  the  FBI 
had  with  Spalding  and  Echeverria.  The  report  calls  Watts  “a  corrupt  Police  Officer”  and  states 
“that  Watts,  along  with  other  members  of  his  team,  routinely  used  their  positions  as  Police 
Officers  to  extort  individuals  at  Ida  B.  Wells.”  (Ex.  P)  (italics  added).  According  to  the  redacted 
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source,  “it  was  common  for  Watts  to  keep  narcotics  on  his  person  while  on  duty”  and  he 
“maintained  possession  of  narcotics  so  that  Watts  could  use  the  narcotics  as  leverage  to  extort 
people.”  (Ex.  P). 

20.  The  limited  and  highly  redacted  number  of  reports  that  undersigned  counsel  has 
received  thus  far  from  the  ongoing  federal  FOIA  litigation  makes  clear  that  this  rejuvenated  re¬ 
investigation  of  the  Watts  tactical  team  continued  for  years.  An  October  26,  2007  FBI  report 
described  the  targets  of  the  investigation  as  “Ronald  Watts,  Kallatt  Mohammed  and  others  yet 
unknown,”  and  stated  that  they  “are  accused  of  engaging  in  the  systematic  extortion  of  money 
from  drug  dealers  in  the  Ida  B.  Wells  Housing  Project  in  exchange  for  police  protection.”  A 
report  three  months  later,  dated  January  21,  2008,  described  “bribe  payments  . . .  made  to 
Mohammed  on  a  biweekly  basis  in  exchange  for  Mohammed  and  Watts’  protection.”  A  highly 
redacted  February  7,  2008  report  requested  the  use  of  a  Title  III  wiretap  and  noted  the  U.S. 
Attorney’s  Office  concurred  with  the  recommendation.  (Ex.  P). 

21 .  A  June  9,  2008  FBI  report  notes  that  Sergeant  Watts  “has  been  responsible  for 
patrolling  and  investigating  illegal  activity  within  the  Ida  B.  Wells  Housing  Complex  ...  for 
approximately  ten  (10)  years.”  It  noted  that  Watts  “supervises  nine  (9)  to  ten  (10)  officers  at  any 
given  time,  including  Kallatt  Mohammed.”  The  same  report  explained  “Watts  regularly  extorted 
payments  from  drug  dealers  in  exchange  for  allowing  the  drug  trade  to  continue  at  the  Wells 
complex.”  (Ex.  P). 

22.  A  November  19,  2010  FBI  report  calls  Watts  the  “main  target”  of  the 
investigation.  This  report,  as  well  as  a  later  one  dated  February  18,  2011,  states,  without 
qualification,  that  “Watts  has  engaged  in  the  systemic  extortion  of  drug  dealers  in  the  Second 
District.”  These  two  reports  go  on  to  say  that  Watts  is  accused  of  committing  a  host  of  other 
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crimes,  including  theft,  the  possession  and  distribution  of  drugs  for  money,  ‘ planting  ’  drugs  on 
subjects,  and  paying  informants  with  drugs.”  (Ex.  P)  (italics  added).  Federal  agents  concluded 
that  Watts’  above-described  criminal  activities  had  been  ongoing  “over  the  last  ten  years.”  The 
redacted  report  states  that  other  Chicago  Police  Officers  were  “directly  involved  in  the  extortion 
of  drug  dealer’s  funds,”  and  it  lists  Kallatt  Mohammed.  The  names  of  the  other  officers  listed 
directly  before  Kallatt  Mohammed  are  redacted.  (Ex.  P). 

23.  This  sprawling,  multi-faceted,  seven-year  investigation  that  involved  multiple 
federal  and  local  law  enforcement  agencies  into  “systemic”  and  “systematic”  corruption  of 
Watts’  tactical  team — and  which  appeared  to  successfully  utilize  multiple  wiretaps — culminated 
in  a  one  count  information  charging  Watts  and  Mohammed  with  theft  of  $5,200  of  government 
funds.  (Ex.  C).  Watts  and  Mohammed  were  arrested  on  February  12,  2012  for  this  offense. 

24.  The  Affidavit  of  Special  Agent  Craig  Henderson  in  support  of  probable  cause 
explained  that,  utilizing  a  Cooperating  Witness  identified  only  as  “CS5,”  Watts  and  Mohammed 
were  caught  on  wiretap  stealing  money  from  the  informant  they  believed  to  be  a  drug  trafficker. 
However,  even  in  the  complaint  supporting  the  single  count  information,  Special  Agent 
Henderson  detailed  his  use  of  CS5  and  how  Watts  would  systematically  steal  money  from  drug 
dealers.  (Ex.  D). 

iii.  Sworn  Testimony  and  Statements  of  Chicago  Police  Officers  Shannon  Spalding. 

Daniel  Echeverria,  Juan  Rivera.  Mickey  Spaargaren,  and  Pete  Koconis 

25.  On  November  1,  2012,  Officers  Spalding  and  Echeverria  filed  a  federal 
whistleblowing  lawsuit  alleging  that  they  had  suffered  retaliation  ordered  by  supervisory 
personnel  within  the  Chicago  Police  Department  for  exposing  the  criminal  conduct  of  Watts  and 
his  tactical  team.  The  amended  complaint  makes  clear  that  Spalding  and  Echeverria  were 
working  with  the  FBI  from  2007-2012  as  part  of  the  undercover  investigation  of  Watts, 
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Mohammed,  and  others  at  the  Second  District,  and  that  they  uncovered  “evidence  of  illegal 
activity  being  committed  by  various  Chicago  Police  Officers.”  (Ex.  R).  On  May  3 1,  2016,  weeks 
after  Mayor  Emanuel  was  ordered  to  testify  about  his  statements  acknowledging  a  Chicago 
police  code  of  silence  and  the  day  the  trial  was  set  to  commence,  the  lawsuit  settled  for  $2 
Million.  See  Jason  Meisner,  Emanuel  averts  witness  stand  as  city  settles  suit  by  whistleblower 
cops,  Chi.  Trib.,  May  31,  2016. 

26.  Prior  to  the  settlement,  Officers  Spalding,  Echeverria,  and  Juan  Rivera — who 
headed  the  Chicago  Police  Department’s  Internal  Affairs  Division  during  this  time  period — 
among  others,  were  all  deposed  under  oath.  Although  the  focus  of  the  lengthy  depositions  were 
the  Plaintiffs  allegations  of  retaliation  for  violating  the  Chicago  Police  Department’s  Code  of 
Silence — and  not  the  whistleblowing  officers’  substantive  investigation  into  the  Watts-led 
criminal  enterprise — there  is  substantial  sworn,  police  testimony  that  corroborates  the  systemic 
and  widespread  nature  of  the  Watts-led  corruption  that  infiltrated  the  entire  unit. 

27.  For  example,  in  Spalding’s  November  2014  deposition,  she  notes  that  perhaps  as 
far  as  ten  years  prior  to  2007,  an  FBI  Agent  named  Ken  Samuels  reached  out  to  her  about 
“illegal  activity”  involving  “multiple  officers,  including  Sergeant  Watts.”  (Ex.  S  at  Dep.  p.23). 
At  that  time,  Spalding  had  no  information.  Later,  however,  Spalding  transferred  to  a  different 
unit  and  allegations  from  arrestees  “continuously  surfaced  on  the  same  sworn  personnel.  It  never 
deviated  from  the  personnel.”  (Id.  at  Dep.  p.  29).  Spalding  later  explained  these  arrestees  would 
say  that  these  personnel  were  essentially  “out  there  running  a  dope  line.”  The  arrestees 
consistently  named  Watts  and  his  “crew,  which  was  referring  to  his  tact  team.”  (Id.  at  Dep.  p. 
30).  Spalding  explained  that  she  reported  this  information  to  authorities,  explaining,  at  one  time, 
that  she  told  them,  “that  continuously  the  same  names  continuously  popped  up  by  people  from 
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different  areas,  whether  it  was  Englewood  or  [Ida  B.  Wells]  or  the  South  Side,  all  consistently 

naming  Ronald  Watts  and  members  of  his  team  committing  the  same  crimes  of  robbing  the  drug 

dealers,  false  arrests,  stealing  the  money,  extortion.”  (Id.  at  Dep.  p.  43,  53-54)  (italics  added). 

28.  Later,  after  the  arrests  of  Watts  and  Mohammed  but  during  the  time  that  Spalding 

alleges  she  was  being  retaliated  against  by  the  Chicago  Police  Department  (id.  at  Dep  p.  312-23), 

Spalding  complained  directly  to  her  police  superiors: 

You’ve  got  criminals  like  the  rest  of  Ronald  Watts’  team  still  out  there  not  under  arrest 
for  the  crimes  they’ve  committed,  and  you  have  this  completely  false  made-up  allegation 
that  you’re  going  to  detain  me  for. 

(Id.  at  Dep.  p.  323). 

Throughout  her  deposition,  Spalding  detailed  other  examples  of  other  officers  voicing 
complaints  about  Watts  and  his  tactical  team  engaging  in  illegal  conduct.  (Id.  at  Dep.  p.  368, 
371). 


29.  In  a  2015  interview  with  Spalding  on  NBC  with  Phil  Rogers,6  Spalding  was 
asked,  and  stated,  as  follows: 

Rogers:  And  the  corruption  in  the  unit  was  much  larger  than  Watts  and 

Mohammed? 

Spalding:  Correct. 

Rogers:  And  those  officers  are  still  on  the  force. 

Spalding:  Correct. 

In  the  written  article  accompanying  the  video,  Phil  Rogers  reported  that  Spalding  and  Echeverria 
said  “the  investigation  was  stopped  before  it  snared  at  least  half  a  dozen  more  officers.” 

30.  In  an  earlier  report,  quoting  unnamed  “sources  close  to  the  investigation,”  Rogers 
reported  “that  the  allegations  about  the  unit  date  back  more  than  10  years,  and  that  while  two 


6  Phil  Rogers,  Officers  Allege  Widespread  Corruption  Inside  Chicago  Police  Department, 
NBC5,  Feb.  11, 2015,  available  at  http :// www.nbcchicago . com/ investi gations/Chicago-Police- 
Officers-Allegations-of-Corruption-291607971.html  (Video  :50  -  1:01). 
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officers,  Kallatt  Mohammed  and  Ronald  Watts  have  now  been  charged,  other  officers  are  under 
investigation.  The  same  article  quoted  comments  on  the  Second  City  Cop  web  page  that  said 
“Watts  and  his  team  from  housing,  which  included  Mohammed,  were  dirty  over  10  years  ago. 
I’m  surprised  it  took  this  long  for  them  to  get  taken  down.  And  I’m  really  surprised  that  more  of 
his  team  didn’t  get  caught  up  in  this  indictment.”  Another,  unnamed  police  officer  wrote:  “No 

n 

secret  in  housing  that  Watts’  team  was  dirty.” 

3 1 .  When  asked.  Officer  Echeverria  testified  similarly  in  his  deposition.  He  said  that 
as  of  August  2008,  the  FBI  was  well  aware  of  what  Watts,  Mohammed  “and  others”  had  been 
doing  for  “[d]amn  near  a  decade.”  (Ex.  T  at  Dep.  pp.  11,  27-28).  Echeverria  called  it  “a  criminal 
enterprise”  that  included  “extorting  money  from  drug  dealers,  stealing  narcotics  themselves, 
selling  narcotics  to  rival  gangs  or  rival  buildings.  .  . .  Basically  facilitating  the  narcotics  trade.” 
{Id.  at  Dep.  p.  11-12). 

32.  When  asked  what  illegal  activity  he  uncovered,  Echeverria  responded:  “What 
didn’t  I  uncover,  is  more  like  the  question.”  {Id.  at  Dep.  p.  11).  Echeverria  described  what 


7  Phil  Rogers,  More  Officers  Under  Investigation  in  Drug  Probe:  Sources,  NBC5,  at 
http://www.nbcchicago.com/news/local/chicago-police-department-watts-mohammed-drug- 
money-139329598.html  (italics  added).  The  same  page  as  those  comments  on  the  blog  included 
another  comment  by  an  unnamed  police  officer  who  said  Watts  solicited  him  to  commit  criminal 
acts: 


The  karma  bus  rolled  into  the  002nd  District  and  so  now  ex  Commander  GL  and  retired  Lt 

KM  do  you  believe  me  now?...PO  KM  [Kallatt  Mohammed]  and  Sgt  RW  [Ronald  Watts] 

are  under  arrest  for  the  very  thing  I  told  you  they  asked  me  to  do  with  them  4  yrs 

ago. .  .but  my  punishment  for  telling  was  removal  from  tact  and  sent  to  a  beat  car. .  .well 

for  that  Commander  GL  I  THANK  YOU  FROM  THE  BOOTOM  OF  MY 

HEART. .  .BTW. .  .I’ve  never  been  AFRAID  to  do  my  job. .  .I’ve  never  had  the  desire  to 

go  to  prison... 

(Ex.  W). 
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arrestees  told  him  (id.  at  Dep.  pp.  14-15),  and  described  Watts  as  “dangerous.  He’s  a  gangster.” 
(Id.  at  Dep.  p.  at  160). 

33.  In  support  of  Spalding  and  Echeverria’s  lawsuit,  Chicago  Police  Officer  Mickey 
Spaargaren  prepared  a  sworn  affidavit.  Under  oath,  Officer  Spaargaren  swore  that,  while 
working  on  the  Public  Housing  South  team  supervised  by  Watts,  as  far  back  as  October  2000,  he 
witnessed  Watts,  Mohammed,  and  other  members  of  Watts’s  crew  fail  to  log  or  inventory  large 
amounts  of  narcotics  and  drug  money  seized  during  drug  busts.  This  occurred  no  fewer  than  five 
times. 

34.  Spaargaren  eventually  confronted  Watts  about  the  missing  inventory;  in  response, 
Watts  both  threatened  to  falsify  a  case  against  Spaargaren  and  made  veiled  threats  to  his  safety. 
Spaargaren  later  informed  Lieutenant  James  Spratt  about  the  missing  inventory;  Lt.  Spratt,  in 
turn,  accused  Spaargaren  of  misconduct,  and  threatened  that  both  his  career  and  life  would  be  in 
jeopardy  if  Spaargaren  reported  Watts’  conduct  to  Internal  Affairs.  (Ex.  V). 

35.  During  the  deposition  of  Chicago  Internal  Affairs  Lieutenant  Juan  Rivera,  he 
confirmed  that  as  far  back  as  2004,  Watts  was  being  investigated  by  Internal  Affairs.  (Ex.  U  at 
Dep.  p.  20).  Rivera  further  confirmed  that  there  were  other  officers  involved  in  the  illegal 
activity  beyond  Watts  and  Mohammed,  calling  it  "a  team  of  officers."  (Id.  at  Dep.  p.  at  28). 
Rivera  demurred  on  all  questions  related  to  the  names  of  other  officers  (besides  Watts  and 
Mohammed)  involved  in  the  internal  criminal  investigation.  Rivera,  however,  was  asked  about 
three  specific  officers:  Alvin  Jones,  Robert  Gonzalez,  and  Brian  Bolton.  (Id.  at  Dep.  p.  142). 

36.  Later,  in  support  of  the  post-conviction  case  of  ^^^^^Hyet  another  Chicago 
Police  Officer  came  forward.  Thirty-eight  year  veteran  Chicago  Police  Officer,  Pete  Koconis, 
retired  from  CPD  in  2009.  During  his  career  as  a  CPD  officer,  Koconis  spent  18  consecutive 
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years  in  the  Internal  Affairs  Division  (IAD),  leaving  that  division  in  2004  or  2005.  Although  not 
assigned  to  the  case  during  his  time  at  IAD,  Koconis  learned  that  the  FBI — and  other  CPD 
officers  in  IAD — were  investigating  Watts  and  members  of  his  tactical  team.  Because  Koconis 
had  been  at  IAD  for  so  long,  he  was,  at  times,  informally  consulted  on  the  investigation.  (Ex. 
MM). 

37.  According  to  Koconis’  sworn  affidavit,  he  was  aware  the  investigation  targeted 
multiple  members  of  Watts’  team  who  were  involved  in  criminal  activity.  This  investigation  was 
still  ongoing,  and  had  been  for  many  years,  by  the  time  Koconis  left  IAD  in  2004  or  2005. 
Koconis  swore  that  Officers  Brian  Bolton,  Robert  Gonzalez,  Alvin  Jones,  and  Douglas  Nichols 
were  officers  “working  in  consort  with  Sergeant  Watts  and  were  being  investigated”  in  the  FBI- 
led  investigation.  (Ex.  MM). 

iv.  Proceedings  on  Federal  Charges  against  Watts  and  Mohammed 

38.  The  federal  criminal  proceedings  against  both  Watts  and  Mohammed  ended  in 
guilty  pleas.  (Ex.  F,  J). 

39.  Mohammed  pled  guilty  first,  on  August  17,  2012.  His  sentencing  hearing 
occurred  on  October  26,  2012.  (Exs.  J,  K).  During  that  sentencing  hearing,  the  U.S.  Attorney 
argued  that  Mohammed’s  conduct  was  “repeated  and  ongoing,”  and  noted  that  there  were 
“multiple  [uncharged]  occasions”  where  he  participated  “in  picking  up  essentially  protection 
payments  from  drug  dealers,  some  of  which  were  from  sources  who  were  working  with  the 
Government,  unbeknownst  to  him.”  (Ex.  K,  at  9).  The  government  noted  crimes  committed  by 
Mohammed  in  2007,  2008,  as  well  as  the  charged  offense  in  201 1.  {Id.  at  1 1). 

40.  For  his  part,  Mohammed  argued  that  “Watts  was  strong-willed,  a  strong 
supervisor  that  if  you  said  no  to  him,  you  got  certain  punishments.  He  was  an  individual  that 
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people  did  not  say  no  to  without  certain  kinds  of  consequences.”  Mohammed  argued  that  while 
he  took  some  money  on  some  occasions,  Watts  “was  getting  many  thousands  of  dollars  at  a 
crack.”  (Id.  at  12).  Mohammed’s  counsel  essentially  claimed  Mohammed  had  little  choice  but  to 
engage  in  criminal  conduct:  “Watts  controlled  his  unit  with  a  very,  very  strong  will  and  strong 
fist.  He  ordered  Kallatt  Mohammed  to  do  this,  and  we  have  phone  calls  that  specifically  say,  you 
know:  You  go  ahead  and  pick  up  this  bag.”  (Id.  at  13-14). 

41 .  Judge  Sharon  Coleman  called  the  nature  and  circumstances  of  the  offense 
“outrageous.”  She  commented  that  she  could  understand  “one  slip-up”  but  noted  that 
Mohammed  continued  and  did  it  “several  times.”  (Id.  1 7- 1 8).  The  court  sentenced  Mohammed 
to  1 8  months  in  prison.  (Id.  at  20). 

42.  Watts  pled  guilty  on  July  19,  2013,  the  Government  filed  a  Sentencing 
Memorandum  on  October  2,  2013,  and  a  sentencing  hearing  was  conducted  on  October  9,  2013. 
(Ex.  E,  F,  H).  In  its  written  memorandum,  the  Government  noted  that  Watts’  criminal  acts 
continued  “[f]or  years”  and  that  he  engaged  in  “years  of  crime.”  (Ex.  H,  at  1,  8).  Watts  “used  his 
badge  and  his  position  as  a  sergeant  with  the  Chicago  Police  Department  to  shield  his  own 
criminal  activity  from  law  enforcement  scrutiny.  He  recruited  another  CPD  officer  into  his 
crimes,  stealing  drug  money  and  extorting  protection  payments  from  the  drug  dealers  who 
terrorized  the  community  that,  he,  the  defendant,  had  sworn  to  protect.”  (Ex.  H,  at  1). 

43.  Looking  merely  at  a  five-month  period  from  December  2007  -  May  2008,  the 
Government  noted  that  Watts  and  Mohammed  routinely  “extort[ed]  protection  payments  from 
drug  dealers  []  in  exchange  for  agreeing  not  to  arrest  them.”  According  to  the  memorandum, 
Mohammed  admitted,  over  this  five-month  period,  he,  alone,  was  responsible  for  picking  up 
between  $20,000  and  $25,000  in  protection  payments  for  Watts.  (Id.  at  2).  The  Government 
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detailed  many  other  uncharged  criminal  acts  of  Watts,  including  four  payments  totaling  $3,700 
to  one  government  informant,  and  two  payments  totaling  $1,000  to  a  second  informant.  Both 
informants  claimed  these  payments  were  just  the  tip  of  the  iceberg  and  just  part  of  the  “day-to- 
day  workings”  of  Watts’  involvement  in  the  drug  trade  at  Ida  B.  Wells.  (Id). 

44.  Significantly,  the  Government’s  sentencing  memorandum  makes  clear  that  Watts’ 

criminal  conduct  included  falsifying  charges  against  individuals  who  would  not  work  with  him 

in  his  criminal  scheme.  The  Government  described  one  of  their  confidential  source’s  (CS) 

interactions  with  Defendant  Watts  as  follows: 

The  CS  declined  to  give  information  to  the  defendant  [Watts]  because  he  did  not 
trust  him,  but  the  defendant  persisted  in  trying  to  get  CS  to  work  with  him.  At 
times,  the  defendant  threatened  to  plant  drugs  on  the  CS  and  then  arrest  him  for 
them.  At  one  point,  the  defendant  and  other  officers  falsely  arrest  the  CS  on  drug 
charges.  The  CS  understood  that  as  a  homeless,  unemployed  alcoholic,  he  had  no 
chance  of  successfully  fighting  against  a  corrupt  cop  who  appeared  to  operate 
within  the  confines  of  the  justice  system.  As  a  result,  the  CS  pleaded  guilty  and 
received  a  sentence  of  two  years  ’  imprisonment. 

{Id.  at  3)  (italics  added). 

45.  At  the  sentencing  hearing  itself,  the  Government  repeated  these  claims,  noting 
Watts’  ongoing  criminal  conduct  started  in  “at  least  2007.”  (Ex.  F,  at  10).  And,  again,  the 
Government  reiterated  that  Watts  framed  and  caused  the  wrongful  conviction  of  its  informant. 
{Id  ).  The  Government  also  presented  evidence  of  other  specific  criminal  conduct  of  Watts  in 
which  Mohammed  was  not  involved,  specifically  one  in  March  2010  where  Watts  stole  $1 1,650 

O 

of  Government  money  from  an  informant.  {Id.  at  20-21). 

46.  The  court  ultimately  sentenced  Watts  to  22  months  in  prison. 


8  In  a  recent  opinion,  the  Seventh  Circuit  repeatedly  referred  to  the  Watts-run  conspiracy  as  a 
“protection  racket”  and  did  not  dispute  that  it  had  been  “on  a  large  scale  and  had  lasted  for 
years.”  ■■  v.  FBI,  No.  16-4188  (7th  Cir.  July  12,  2017). 


17 


v.  Recent  Post-Conviction  Relief  Granted  to  Individuals  Framed  by  Watts  and  His  Crew 


47.  During  the  federal  criminal  proceedings  in  Watts  and  Mohammed’s  case,  the  U.S. 
Attorney’s  Office  took  the  clear  position  that  their  confidential  source — later  identified  as  a  Mr. 
■■■was  framed,  convicted,  and  sentenced  to  two  years  in  prison  for  a  crime  fabricated  by 
Watts.  The  FBI’s  investigative  documents — and  sworn  testimony  of  Chicago  Police  Officers — 
suggests  this  practice  of  falsifying  charges  was  routine.  Indeed,  Officer  Spaargaren  specifically 
swore  that  Watts  threatened  to  falsify  charges  against  him  if  Spaargaren  exposed  Watts’  criminal 
conduct. 


48.  In  October  2016,  Spalding,  the  whistleblowing  police  officer  who  investigated  the 
Watts  tactical  team’s  criminal  conduct  for  years,  was  interviewed  on  Democracy  Now!  by  Juan 
Gonzalez  and  Amy  Goodman.  Spalding  described  the  Watts  tactical  team’s  criminal  activity  and 
her  investigation  in  this  way: 

My  partner  Danny  and  I  started  investigating  allegations  that  kept  surfacing. 

There  was  a  sergeant,  Ronald  Watts,  and  members  of  his  TAC  team,  who  worked 
directly  underneath  him,  that  were  imposing  what  they  called  on  the  street  a 
“Watts  tax.”  Basically,  he  was  extorting  the  drug  dealers.  He  was  receiving 
money  from  drug  dealers  that  ran  different  drug  lines  within  the  Ida  B.  Wells 
housing  projects  and  the  surrounding  area.  And  in  exchange  for  that  money,  they 
were  guaranteed  protection  from  prosecution  and  arrest.  In  addition  to  that,  the 
allegations  were  that  this  crew  of  rogue  officers,  under  the  command  of  Ronald 
Watts,  were  also  planting  narcotics  on  innocent  individuals  and  falsifying  police 
reports,  falsely  arresting  them,  putting  them  in  prison  for  false  allegations. 
There’s  also  the  allegations  of,  you  know,  physical  violence,  of  being  beaten,  if 
they  didn’t  want  to  comply  and  pay  this  tax,  as  well  as  warrantless  seizures, 
kicking  in  doors  and  going  through  people’s  apartments,  stealing  everything  that 
wasn’t  nailed  down.  And  the  allegations  kept  being  repeated  over  and  over  again 
from  every  individual  that  we  would  do  intelligence  debriefings  with,  along  with 
our  confidential  informants. 


Chicago  Cops  Who  Broke  “Code  of  Silence  ”  to  Report  Police  Drug  Gang  Face 
Deadly  Retaliation,  Democracy  Now!,  October  21,  2016  (italics  added). 
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49.  The  Cook  County  criminal  courts,  moreover,  provide  additional,  specific,  examples 
of  individuals  who  were  victimized  by  Watts  and  his  tactical  team.  Each  of  the  individuals  below 
have  alleged  that  Watts  and  his  team  framed  them,  and  each  of  these  allegations  have  now  been 
judicially  recognized  as  true. 

a. 

50.  From  June  2004-December  2005,  ^^^^^|was  framed  three  times  by  Watts 
and  his  crew,  while  his  wife — framed  once,  too.  These  false  arrests  and 
convictions  became  Cook  County  Criminal  Case  Nos.  04  CR  1900,  05  CR  8982,  and  06  CR  810. 
The  fabricated  charges  stemmed  from  ^^^|refusal  to  bribe  Watts,  and  ^^|and  BMH 
subsequent  attempts  to  expose  this  police  misconduct.  All  of  these  allegations  were  sworn  to, 
under  oath,  a  decade  ago  by  ^^|during  trial  testimony. 

51.  In  June  2004,  Watts  approached  ^^|and  told  him  that  he  planned  to  attribute 
drugs  supposedly  found  in  a  mailbox  at  the  housing  complex  to  ^^^|lf  ^^Hgave  Watts  a 
$1,000  bribe,  however,  Watts  would  ensure  that  ^^|would  “beat  the  case.”  At  the  time,  HH 
had  not  been  arrested  or  charged  with  any  case  relating  to  drugs  found  in  a  mailbox. 

refused  Watts’  solicitation  of  the  bribe.  (Ex.  A  at  U43-49). 

52.  One  month  later,  Watts  and  three  other  officers  stormed  ^^^|home  and 
arrested  him.  They  found  no  drugs,  but  nevertheless  arrested  ^^|for  drugs  allegedly  found  in  a 
mailbox.  (Id.  at  U43-49).  Known  members  of  Sgt.  Watts’  corrupt  team,  including  Jones  and 
Young,  are  listed  on  those  police  reports.  (Ex.  EEEE). 

53.  Asa  result  of  that  false  arrest,  ^^|spent  four-and-a-half  months  in  Cook 
County  Jail  in  Case  No.  04  CR  1900.  In  November  2004,  however,  Judge  Toomin  granted 
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HHHm°tion  to  suppress  the  evidence.  The  State  subsequently  dismissed  the  case,  and 
was  released  from  county  jail.  (Ex.  Q;  Ex.  SS  at  19-22). 

54.  One  week  later,  ^^^(encountered  Jones — who  was  often  seen  with  Watts  (Ex. 

A,  at  U 101) — just  outside  the  Wells  housing  complex.  When  1  ained  to  Jones  that 

“was  some  BS  y’all  put  that  case  on  me,”  Jones  replied:  “[Tjhat  is  part  of  the  game  you  win 
some  you  lose  some,  you  won  this  one  because  Kenny  [Young], . .  fucked  up  on  his  testimony.” 
Jones  then  promised  that  the  “next  time  we  get  you  it  will  stick.  . . .  Kenny  ain’t  going  to  be  able 
to  fuck  up  the  testimony.”  (Id.  at  U49-54). 

55.  On  March  23,  2005,  Jones  kept  his  promise.  On  that  day,  Nichols,  Jones,  Leano, 

and  Watts  planted  drugs  and  falsified  Class  X  drug  charges  against  ^^^|ln  doing  so,  Jones  said 
to  told  you  we  were  going  to  get  you.”  (Id.  at  U30,  56-64). 

56.  In  addition  to  the  four  officers  present,  Bolton,  Gonzalez,  Smith,  and  Mohammed 
are  also  listed  on  assisting  arresting  officers  on  the  police  reports,  even  though  they  were  not 
even  present.  (Ex.  GGG). 

57.  ^■was  subsequently  charged  and  prosecuted  in  Case  No.  05  CR  8982  with 
possession  with  intent  to  deliver  15.3  grams  of  heroin  and  13.9  grams  of  cocaine. 

58.  While  on  bond  for  that  offense,  ^^|and  repeatedly  with  law 

enforcement — including  an  attorney  with  the  public  corruption  unit  at  the  Cook  County  State’s 
Attorney’s  Office,  David  Navarro — to  expose  the  corruption  of  law  enforcement  by  Watts  and 
his  team.  They  also  filed  complaints  with  the  Office  of  Professional  Standards  (OPS).  (Ex.  QQ, 
at  If  10);  see  also  Ex.  OO,  at  6  (Judge  Toomin  stating  that  he  was  aware  that  ASA  Navarro  was 
investigating  these  allegations);  see  also  Ex.  A  at  S4  (same);  Ex.  3  (memorandum  from  Chicago 
Police  Internal  Affairs  Agent  Calvin  Holliday  referencing  CR  300778  and  Confidential  CR 
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259476  and  detailing  his  meeting  with  Navarro,  ^^^^^^^^^^^|attomey  Mahoney,  and 
two  law  enforcement  sergeants  and  noting  that  ^^^Hallegations  mirror  those  of  two  others, 
that  the  allegations  included  Watts  and  other  officers  involved  (including  Jones  and 
Mohammed),  and  the  three  complainants  had  no  knowledge  that  each  was  cooperating  with  law 
enforcement). 

59.  In  retaliation  for  ^^^|and  ^^^^|attempts  to  expose  the  criminal  conduct  of 
the  police,  Watts  and  members  of  his  tactical  team  framed  ^^H(a  third  time)  and  his  wife 
■HMfrn  December  11,  2005,  leading  to  charges  in  Case  No.  06  CR  810. 

60.  On  that  day,  ^^|was  driving  with  ^^^|As  they  were  pulling  up  to  a  lot  in  or 
near  the  Wells  Housing  Complex,  they  were  stopped.  Watts  and  Jones  appeared,  ordered  the 
couple  out  of  the  car,  planted  drugs  in  the  car,  and  arrested  both  ^^|and  ^^^|(Exs.  QQ,  at  % 
12;  RR,  at^f  6). 

61.  Watts,  Jones,  Mohammed,  Robert  Gonzalez,  Leano,  and  Smith  then  falsified  a 

police  report  alleging  ^^Mpossessed  a  Class  X  amount  of  narcotics.  (Ex.  TT). 

62.  In  the  spring  of  2006,  in  the  context  of  his  bench  trial  in  Case  No.  05  CR  8982, 

^^Btestified  to  all  of  the  allegations  made  supra  50-61 . 

63.  Watts,  Jones,  Nichols,  and  Gonzalez  all  committed  perjury  and  falsely  testified 
that  ^^^Harrest  was  proper.  (Ex.  A  at  U97-120;  Supp.  T.  A6-18). 

64.  ^Hwas  wrongfully  convicted.  Judge  Toomin,  however,  stated,  that  “[i]f  there 
had  been  some  corroboration  [of  the  corruption],  there  might  have  been  a  different  story.”  (Id.  at 
Y8). 

65.  After  ^^^Hwrongful  conviction  and  lengthy  sentence  in  Case  No.  05  CR  8982, 
^^Band  ^■were  forced  to  plead  guilty  in  Case  No.  06  CR  810.  They  could  not  risk  Class 
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X  charges  and  mandatory  prison  time  for  ^^Hbecause  they  had  three  young  children  and 
someone  needed  to  raise  their  children.  (Exs.  QQ  at  f  23-27;  RR  at  ff  13-18). 

66.  During  the  plea  hearing,  Judge  Toomin  stated  several  times  that  he  was  aware  of 
I^^Hand  ^^^Ballegations  about  these  police  officers.  He  noted  that  if  ^^|and  HBH 
allegations  were  ever  proven  true,  he — or  “any  judge  in  the  building” — would  immediately 
vacate  the  convictions. 

[Ljet’s  just  assume  that  []  your  suspicions,  your  conjecture  has  some  merit  here  and 
that  at  some  point  down  the  line  Sergeant  Watts  and  his  team  are  shown  to  be  bad 
cops  and  if  they  have  done  all  the  things  you  have  said  they  did,  don’t  you  think 
that  if  Mr.  ^^^|suffered  a  conviction  in  this  case  and  in  the  other  case  where  I 
have  found  them  to  be  credible  don’t  you  think  that  I  would  vacate  those 
convictions.  I  mean  I  have  to  and  I  certainly  would. 

(Ex.  OO,  at  7)  (italics  added). 

I  can’t  conceive  of  a  situation  where  if  things  should  develop  down  the  line  where 
it  turned  out  that  your  suspicions  are  correct  and  that  this  guy  [Sergeant  Ronald 
Watts]  is  tagged  at  some  point  that  there  is  a  judge  in  the  building  I  can ’t  conceive 
the  state  would  object  to  vacating  pleas  and  even  convictions.  It  just  would  not  be 
right  to  allow  convictions  []  if  they  were  based  upon  outlaw  police. 

(Ex.  OO  at  1 0)  (italics  added). 

Let  me  say  this  to  both  of  you.  I  know  through  your  lawyer  what  your  position  has 
been  with  regard  to  these  police  officers.  I’m  keenly  aware  of  that.  I  know  how  you 
feel.  I  know  what  your  defenses  were  earlier,  Mr.  ^^^|There  has  not  been  [a] 
sufficient  showing  [to]  me  that  these  are  renegade  police  officers].  That  they  are 
bad  police  that  they  are  outlaws.  If  something  should  happen  in  the  future  where 
has  happened  before  as  you  may  have  read  about  in  the  paper  in  the  last  few  weeks 
police  officers  do  get  charged  with  doing  things  that  are  wrong,  breaking  the  law. 

If  that  should  happen  here  in  this  case  I  would  have  no  hesitation  to  vacate  all  of 
the  gidlty  findings,  judgments,  sentences  including  the  14  years  that  you  ’re  doing 
now.  .  .  .  If  something  should  later  develop,  then  I  think  your  lawyer  has  told  you 
my  position  and  I  would  vacate  these  findings  and  I  would  toss  out  these 
convictions  [.] 

(Ex.  OO,  at  29-30)  (italics  added). 

67.  ^^|and  ^^^Hguilty  pleas  were  entered  on  September  18,  2006.  (Ex.  OO). 
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68.  On  January  14,  201 6,  less  than  one-month  after  the  full  scope  of  Watts’ 

corruption  was  exposed  in  a  court  filing,  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office  moved  to 
dismiss  all  charges  against  ^^flin  Case  No.  05  CR  8982.  exonerated  and  released 

from  prison  after  serving  almost  a  decade  in  prison  (Ex.  NN).  Shortly  thereafter,  ^^Hreceived 
a  certificate  of  innocence  without  objection.  (Ex.  KKK). 

69.  Over  the  several  weeks  that  followed,  again,  with  the  agreement  of  the  State’s 
Attorney’s  Office,  ^^|and  ^^flwere  exonerated  a  second  time  in  Case  No.  06  CR  810.  Both 
were  found  factually  innocent.  (Ex.  ZZ,  FFF). 

70.  In  relation  to  the  cases,  then  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney  Criminal  Prosecutions 
Chief  Fabio  Valentini  told  NBC5:  “The  conviction’s  tainted.  Now  it’s  a  fact  that  (Watts)  is  a 
dirty  police  officer.”9  Then  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney  Anita  Alvarez  noted  that  the 
conviction  “can  no  longer  stand,”  in  light  of  Watts  and  Officer  Kallatt  Mohammed’s  federal 
criminal  convictions.10 

7 1 .  The  decision  by  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office  and  the  Cook  County 

courts,  of  course,  was  an  acknowledgement  that  2006  testimony  that  he  and 

were  framed  by  Watts  and  his  crew  was  true.  It  was  also  confirmation  that  when  Watts,  Jones, 
Gonzalez,  and  Nichols  testified  to  the  contrary,  they  committed  perjury.  Finally,  it  is  an 


9  Phil  Rogers,  Chicago  Man  Who  Claimed  He  Was  Set  Up  By  Corrupt  Cops  Released  From 
Prison,  NBC5,  Jan.  14,  2016,  available  at  http://www.nbcchicago.com/news/local/Chicago-Man- 
Who-Claimed-He-Was-Set-Up-By-Corrupt-Cops-to-Be-Released-From-Prison-365301721.html 

10  Press  Release,  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office,  State’s  Attorney  Dismisses  Charges  In 
Drug  Case  Involving  Convicted  Police  Officer  Following  Conviction  Integrity  Review  (Jan.  14, 
2016),  available  at  http://www.statesattomev.org/press  ConvictedOfficerDrugCase 
Dismissed.html. 
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acknowledgement  that  Watts,  Mohammed,  Jones,  Smith,  Gonzalez,  Nichols,  and  Leano 
fabricated  and  falsified  police  reports. 


72.  The  case  of  ^^^^^^^|Case  No.  06  CR  12092,  is  the  fourth  recent  conviction 
to  be  overturned  on  the  basis  of  the  Watts-led  systemic  corruption. 

73.  In  April  2006,  Watts,  Jones,  and  other  officers  beat  and  framed  ^^^|pl anting 
evidence  and  falsifying  drug  charges  against  him.  (Ex.  CCC  at  f  12). 

74.  The  same  crew  of  officers,  including  Nichols,  Leano,  Mohammed,  Gonzalez,  and 
Smith,  are  identified  as  ^^^|arresting  officer  for  this  incident.  (Ex.  DDD). 

75.  At  his  second  court  date,  ^^Bpled  guilty,  but  only  after  he  told  the  court  during 
the  hearing  that  he  was  innocent  and  was  only  entering  the  plea  to  avoid  a  mandatory  life 
sentence  if  convicted: 


I  wasn’t  -  [unintelligible].  The  officers  that  did  this  to  me,  I  was  in  my  house.  This 
is  wrong  and  I’m  scared  to  take  my  chances.  When  they  was  in  my  house  beating 
me,  I  went  to  the  window  to  holler  out  for  help  and  the  police  came  over  and 
showed  the  time  they  say  I  did  this. 

They  was  in  my  house  beating  me  and  I  went  to  the  hospital,  your  Honor.  This  is 
wrong.  I  am  pleading  guilty  because  I  am  scared.  That’s  the  honest  to  God  truth, 
your  Honor.  I  lost  my  momma,  my  daddy,  my  grandma,  my  auntie.  I  lost  most  of 
my  family  during  all  this  time  I  have  done.  I  don’t  have  no  problem  if  I  done  it,  I 
will  do  the  time.  But  I  am  scared.  That’s  why  I  am  taking  the  time,  your  Honor. 

Police  came  to  my  fiancee  house  and  the  time  I  came  in  two  places  at  one  time, 
your  Honor,  people  beat  me  and  put  me  in  the  hospital. 

(Ex.  BBB  at  10). 


lis  the  father  of 


lone  of  the  Petitioners  herein. 
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76.  hospitalized  as  a  result  of  his  beating.  He  also  complained  to  the 
Office  of  Professional  Standards  (OPS),  where  he  gave  a  sworn  statement  that  he  was  framed 
and  beaten  by  Jones  and  Watts.  (Ex.  WV). 

77.  During  the  course  of  the  OPS  investigation,  ^^^Jviewed  a  lineup  of  officers  and 
identified  Jones  as  his  assailant.  Also  included  within  that  lineup  were  Leano,  Mohammed,  and 
Smith.  Nichols  and  Bolton,  moreover,  are  listed  as  “additional  witnesses]”  in  the  OPS 
investigation.  The  OPS  complaint  was  not  sustained.  (Ex.  VVV). 

78.  On  December  14,  2016,  shortly  after  the  parties  received  the  OPS  complaint  via 
discovery  corroborating  ^^^^(allegations  in  his  petition,  the  State  indicated  it  had  no  objection 
to  ^^^^Ipetition  for  relief.  Judge  Martin  vacated  Petitioner’s  conviction  and  guilty  plea.  (Ex. 
TTT).  Three  weeks  later,  on  January  5,  2017,  Judge  Martin  granted  ^^Ha  certificate  of 
innocence  without  objection  from  the  State.  (Ex.  BBBB). 

79.  Based  on  these  findings,  once  again,  there  can  be  no  other  conclusion  other  than 
Judge  Martin  found,  by  a  preponderance  of  the  evidence,  that  (a)  Watts  and  his  tactical  team 
fabricated  Class  X  drug  cases  against  White,  (b)  Officers  Jones,  Mohammed,  Ellsworth  Smith, 
Robert  Gonzalez,  Brian  Bolton,  Manual  Leano,  and  Douglas  Nichols  conspired  with  Sgt.  Watts 
to  fabricate  and  falsify  police  reports  that  led  to  Class  X  drug  charges  against  White,  and  (c) 
these  same  officers  made  false  statements  to  OPS  investigators  denying  the  allegations. 

c.  hh 

80.  On  July  10,  2017,  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office  voluntarily 

dismissed  three  drug  convictions  of  Case  Nos.  04  CR  9579,  04  CR.  17677,  and 

06  CR  13571.  (Ex.  ZZZZ). 
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81.  In  both  2004  convictions,  ^^^|made  formal  complaints  to  OPS  against  Watts 
and  his  team  involved  in  the  false  arrests,  ^^^^(complaints  described  Watts,  Mohammed, 
Jones,  Young,  and  Edwards  as  involved  in  framing  him.  (Ex.  ZZZZ). 

82.  Each  time  ^^^|made  a  complaint,  the  officers  retaliated  against  him  with 
another  false  drug  charge  and  wrongful  conviction.  Like  each  and  every  other  citizen  complaint 
ever  filed  against  these  officers,  they  were  not  sustained.  (Ex.  ZZZZ). 

83.  After  pleading  guilty  in  both  2004  cases,  ^^Bwas  framed  yet  again  in  2006.  At 
a  trial,  Officers  Jones  and  Smith,  Jr.  falsely  testified  against  him.  Officers  Young  and 
Mohammed  were  also  listed  as  assisting  arresting  officers.  Four  witnesses  testified  in 

favor  at  his  trial.  ^^^Jhowever,  was  convicted  and  sentenced  to  nine  years  in  prison.  (Ex. 
ZZZZ). 

84.  The  dismissal  of  ^^^^^^^^^|three  convictions  on  the  basis  that  he  was 
framed  is  an  acknowledgement  by  the  State  that  Watts,  Mohammed,  Jones,  Smith  Jr.,  Young, 
and  Edwards  all  conspired  to  falsify  police  reports,  commit  perjury,  make  false  statements  to 
OPS  investigators,  and  frame 

d.  ■■■■ 

85.  On  July  10,  2017,  the  State  voluntarily  dismissed  the  drug  conviction  of 
I^^Hin  Case  No.  09  CR  14547.  ^^^|did  not  even  have  a  post-conviction  pleading  pending 
at  the  time.  (Ex.  I).12 

86.  ^^^^|sister  had  filed  a  formal  complaint  on  ehal  f,  complaining  that 

Officers  Douglas  Nichols  and  Manuel  Leano  searched  his  ^^^^|anal  cavity  three  times  before 
planting  drugs  on  him.  The  complainant  then  alleged  that  Watts  instructed  ^^^|“not  to  say 

12  After  the  exhibits  in  support  of  this  decade-long  era  of  police  corruption  went  through  the 
alphabet  four  times,  counsel  restarted  the  exhibit  list  with  numerical  values. 
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anything  about  what  occurred  and  that  the  Police  would  take  care  of  him  in  court.”  Police  reports 
confirm  that  Officers  Nichols  and  Leano  were  the  two  arresting  officers.  (Ex.  1). 

87.  Watts  himself  was  assigned  to  investigate  ^^^^|sister’s  complaint  on 
behalf.  This  “investigation”  led  to  a  decision  that  the  complaint  was  “unfounded.”  (Ex.  1). 

88.  ^^^^)led  guilty.  (Ex.  1). 

89.  By  dismissing  ^^^^Jconviction  on  July  10,  2017,  the  State  has  acknowledged 
that  Officers  Nichols  and  Leano  falsified  the  police  reports  and  framed  ^^^^^^^|for  this 
crime. 

vi.  Citizen  Complaints  and  Other  Allegations  Against  Watts’  Crew 

90.  In  the  wake  of  Kalven  v.  City  of  Chicago,  2014  IL  App  (1st)  121846,  and  related 
cases,  citizen  complaints  lodged  against  Chicago  Police  Officers  have  recently  become  public. 
Although  Petitioners  continue  their  efforts  to  obtain  a  full,  unredacted  compendium  of  all 
complaints  made  against  Watts  and  his  tactical  team — and  Petitioner  reserves  the  right  to  further 
supplement  this  petition  as  additional  documentation  is  received — Petitioners  have  obtained 
significant  documentation  of  these  complaints,  often  in  redacted  form. 


13  Petitioner  notes  that  a  limited  discovery  request  will  produce  the  name  of  the  complainants  in 
this  matter.  It  is  no  fault  of  Petitioner  that  the  Chicago  Police  Department  has  redacted  the  names 
of  the  complainants 

Further,  that  many  of  the  complaints  detailed  below  did  not  result  in  discipline  is,  of 
course,  no  reason  to  discount  them,  as  the  bodies  tasked  with  investigating  the  complaints  have 
come  under  extreme  recent  criticism.  See  e.g.,  Todd  Lighty,  Stacy  St.  Clair  &  Steve  Mills, 
Chicago ’s  flawed  system  for  investigating  police  shootings ,  Ch.  Trib.,  Dec.  5,  2015;  Timothy 
Williams,  Chicago  Rarely  Penalizes  Officers  for  Complaints,  Data  Shows,  N.Y.  Times,  Nov.  18, 
2015.  For  example,  in  an  unrelated  case,  Chicago  Police  Officer  Jerome  Finnigan  pled  guilty  to, 
amongst  other  things,  “routinely  and  regularly  perform[ing]  unlawful  arrests  and  searches  for  the 
purposes  of  conducting  criminal  investigations,”  and  stealing  “as  much  as  $450,000  from  an 
individual  and  other  circumstances  where  they  took  large  quantities  of  money  from  individuals.” 
(Ex.  JJ  at  10-1 1).  In  his  own  allocution,  Mr.  Finnigan  called  himself  a  “corrupt  police  officer.” 
(Ex.  JJ  at  14).  Yet  of  the  68  citizen  complaints  lodged  against  Mr.  Finnigan  in  his  corrupt  career 
as  a  police  officer,  not  a  single  one  was  sustained.  (Ex.  II). 
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91 .  The  following  details,  in  chronological  order,  at  least  some  of  the  complaints, 
lawsuits,  or  allegations  against  Watts,  Mohammed,  and  the  other  members  of  Watts’  tactical 
team,  almost  all  of  which  occurred  during  the  time  that  federal  law  enforcement  documents 
confirm  the  corruption  was  ongoing.  With  only  limited  exceptions,  each  of  these  complaints 
were  made  at  or  near  the  time  of  the  incident,  and  well  before  Watts  and  Mohammed’s  arrests  or 
the  full  scope  of  the  Watts-led  corruption  has  become  publically  known14: 

a.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  January  20,  1 996,  Young  and  other 
officers  entered  an  apartment  without  permission  or  a  warrant,  stole  #2,297.00, 
and  “took”  a  witness  to  an  apartment  and  “stated  that  drugs  were  found  in  that 
apartment.”  (Ex.  4  (CR224270)). 

b.  ^^^^^^^^|alleged  that  on  January  28,  1997,  Young  beat  and  planted  drugs 
on  him.  (Ex.  5  (CR234162)). 

c.  In  separate  incidents  in  May  and  June  1999,  Watts  stole  $250  and  planted  drugs 
on  a  redacted  complainant,  leading  to  false  arrests  on  each  occasion.  (Ex.  6 
(CR254205)). 

d.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  December  21,  1999,  Mohammed  and 
another  officer  confiscated  the  complainant’s  wallet,  failing  to  either  inventory 
or  return  it.  (Ex.  7  (CR258817)). 

e.  The  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  March  7,  2000,  Watts  and  another 
officer  verbally  abused  him,  and  stole — without  inventorying— $250  and  the 
complainant’s  coat.  (Ex.  8  (CR260658)). 

f.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  in  in  June  2000  Watts  used  excessive  force 
during  an  improper  arrest,  including  grabbing  the  complainant  by  his  genitals 
and  hanging  him  upside  down  over  a  bannister  while  threatening  to  drop  him. 
(Ex.  9  (CR263095)). 


The  same  could  be  said  of  admitted  corrupt  police  officers  Sergeant  Ronald  Watts  and 
Kallatt  Mohammed — no  “citizen”  complaints  against  either  of  them  have  ever  been  sustained. 
(Ex.  DD,  HH).  Indeed,  ^^^|and  ^^^|all  filed  citizen  complaints. 

None  were  sustained.  All  have  now  been  proven  true.  Moreover,  in  the  cases  of  HHHIH 
and  ^^^|filing  the  complaints  led  to  additional  retaliatory  charges. 

14  The  complaints  made  by  and  ^^^|are  not  included  in  this  list,  as  they 

are  documented  and  described  in  the  previous  sections  listing  the  sustained  allegations. 
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g.  On  June  27,  2000,  Jones  planted  drugs  on  the  redacted  complainant  and  initiated 
false  charges.  (Ex.  1 0  (CR263459)). 

h.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  January  1 5,  2001,  Jones  and  other 
officers  entered  their  residence  without  permission  or  a  warrant,  asked  “Where 
are  you  hiding  the  drugs?”,  and  severely  beat  the  occupants  in  the  apartment 
when  they  denied  having  any.  One  of  the  victims  required  hospitalization.  (Ex. 

1 1  (CR268523)). 

i.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  September  16,  2001,  Jones  and  other 
officers  pointed  a  gun  at  his  head  and  fabricated  a  gun  charge  against  him.  (Ex. 

12  (CR274930)). 

j.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  January  14,  2003,  Watts  and  Officer 
Calvin  Ridgell,  Jr  assaulted  the  complainant,  planted  heroin  on  him,  and  falsified 
drug  delivery  charges  against  him.  Young  was  a  witness  for  the  accused  officers. 
(Ex.  13  (CR287011)). 

k.  On  January  22,  2003,  Police  Agent  Daria  Ringo  contacted  the  Office  of 
Professional  Standards  to  alert  them  that  FBI  Special  Agent  Kenneth  Samuals 
told  her  that  Jones  was  known  to  steal  money  from  arrestees  and  stole  $30  from  a 
female  heroin  dealer  in  or  around  March  2002.  (Ex.  14  (CR279 178/259253)). 

l.  Chicago  Police  Sgt.  James  Heneghan  initiated  a  complaint  on  January  1,  2004 
after  two  Chicago  police  officers  reported  that  14  small  bags  of  crack  cocaine 
were  left  in  a  squad  car  by  Bolton  and  Gonzalez  during  their  previous  shift. 
Bolton  and  Gonzalez  had  no  explanation  and  claimed  that  “no  citizens  were 
placed  inside  the  vehicle  during  their  tour  of  duty.”  (Ex.  15  (CR294821)). 

m.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  May  31,  2004,  Jones  and  Gerome 
Summers  planted  drugs  on  him,  falsely  arrested  him  for  the  drugs,  and  failed  to 
inventory  $600  they  took  from  him.  (Ex.  16  (CR298336)). 

n.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  August  23,  2004,  Watts  grabbed  her  by 
the  neck,  choked  her,  and  verbally  abused  her.  (Ex.  17  (CR300175)). 

o.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  October  10,  2004,  Watts,  Summers,  and 
another  officer  beat  the  complainant  for  20  minutes  during  a  drug  arrest.  The 
complainant  had  blood  in  his  urine  as  a  result  of  the  beating.  (Ex.  18 
(CR301221)). 

p.  On  February  10,  2005,  Watts  and  Jones  beat  the  redacted  complainant  and 
threatened  him  with  a  gun.  (Ex.  19  (CR303646)). 

q.  On  May  19,  2005,  Mohammed  kicked  the  redacted  complainant  in  the  back  and 
chest.  (Ex.  20  (CR305723)). 
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r.  Several  redacted  complainants  allege  that  on  May  26,  2005,  Watts  conducted  an 
unlawful  search,  swore  at  the  complainants  and  told  them  that  “we  don’t  need  no 
motherfiicking  search  warrant  and  fuck  OPS  they  ain’t  going  to  do  shit,” 
physically  assaulted  the  complainants,  and  falsely  arrested  them.  Regarding  OPS, 
the  complainants  alleged  that  Watts  specifically  told  them,  “Don’t  you  see  I  keep 
beating  my  cases?”  During  the  incident,  Watts  stole  drugs  from  someone  else 
and  planted  them  on  a  complainant.  Gonzalez,  Bolton,  and  Smith  all  were 
witnesses  for  Watts.  (Ex.  21  (CR305849)). 

s.  On  October  12,  2005,  Watts  and  Officer  Raymond  Piwnicki  got  in  a  physical 
altercation  at  the  Ida  B.  Wells  housing  complex  and  Watts  was  accused  of 
interfering  with  a  police  investigation.  Leano,  Nichols,  Smith,  Jones,  and  Young 
were  all  present  during  this  altercation,  and  all  gave  statements  in  support  of 
Watts.  Both  Watts  and  Piwnicki  were  suspended  for  three  days.  (Ex.  22 
(CR309085)). 

t.  On  February  19,  2006,  Watts,  Mohammed  and  another  officer  beat  and  falsely 
arrested  the  redacted  complainants.  One  of  the  complainants  was  hospitalized 
due  to  swelling  and  soreness  in  the  chest,  ribs,  and  eye,  and  a  fracture  at  the  base 
of  the  left  hand.  (Ex.  23  (CR3 1 1300)). 

u.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  March  3 1 ,  2006  she  was  stopped  and 
harassed  by  Watts  and  Jones  in  retaliation  for  testifying  against  Jones  in  court. 
(Ex.  24  (CR3 12047)). 

v.  A  redacted  citizen  filed  a  complaint  against  Mohammed,  Watts,  Jones,  Smith, 
and  Kenny  Young.  The  complainant  alleged  that  on  May  19,  2006,  Jones  and 
others  stopped  him,  arrested  and  searched  him  without  justification,  robbed  him 
of  $20,  and  then  “put  16  bags  of  drugs  on  him  and  a  lady.”  (Ex.  JJJJ). 

w.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  August  17,  2006,  Mohammed,  Watts, 
and  Jones  were  with  two  other  officers  that  illegally  entered  a  residence  at  HI 

beat,  punched,  and  kicked  the  complainant.  The 
officers  ransacked  the  residence  and  caused  damage  to  property  and  repeatedly 
called  the  complainant  “motherfucker”  and  “nigger.”  Hospital  records  the  day 
after  the  incident  show  the  complainant’s  elbow  in  a  sling  and  abrasions  on  his 
body,  and  photographs  of  the  premises  show  the  residence  in  disarray  and 
various  items  damaged  and  broken.  (Ex.  IIII). 

x.  A  redacted  complainant  sued  Young  and  other  police  officers  based  upon  falsely 
arresting  the  complainant  and  using  excessive  force  on  January  4,  2007.  (Ex.  25 
(CR1 002468)). 

y.  After  a  series  of  threats  in  the  months  prior,  a  redacted  complainant  alleged  that 
on  January  21,  2007,  Watts  and  Smith  falsely  arrested  complainant  because  he 
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could  not  provide  them  with  information  as  to  where  drugs  and  guns  could  be 
located.  (Ex.  26  (CR1 004698)). 

z.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  May  16,  2007,  Officers  Mohammed, 
Watts,  and  Lamonica  Lewis  entered  her  residence  without  permission  or  a 
warrant,  pushed  her  without  justification,  handcuffed  her  and  everyone  else  in 
the  apartment,  and  threatened  to  plant  drugs  on  her  cousin.  The  same  complaint 
notes  that  the  complainant’s  husband  alleges  that  these  same  officers  shot  at  him 
and  beat  him  during  as  part  of  the  same  series  of  events.  (Ex.  KKKK). 

aa.  A  redacted  complainant  alleges  that  on  May  1 8,  2007,  Nichols,  Leano, 

Mohammed,  Smith,  and  Jones  stole  $916  from  him,  beat  him  while  attempting  to 
coerce  him  to  admit  to  a  crime,  and  demanded  money  and  information.  (Ex. 
LLLL). 

bb.  The  Independent  Police  Review  Authority  initiated  a  complaint  upon  learning 
that  a  civil  suit  was  filed  against  Mohammed,  Gonzalez,  Bolton,  and  another 
officer.  The  claim  alleged  that  on  July  4,  2007,  the  accused  officers  beat  and 
falsely  arrested  the  redacted  complainant.  (Ex.  27  (CR1014553)). 

cc.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  August  29,  2007,  Watts  and  Jones 
severely  beat  multiple  people  while  questioning  them  about  narcotics.  Multiple 
people  were  falsely  arrested  for  trespassing.  Nichols,  Smith,  and  Leano  were  all 
present  during  the  incident  and  claimed  Jones  used  appropriate  force  to  defend 
himself.  (Ex.  28  (CR1 008820)). 

dd.  A  redacted  complainant,  believed  to  be  ^^^^^^^^^^|alleged  that  on 
November  3,  2007,  Watts,  Jones,  Nichols,  and  Lewis  planted  drugs  on 
HHI^|Afier  almost  a  year-and-a-half  in  prison,  ^^^^^|was  acquitted. 
During  a  deposition  prior  to  her  civil  rights  trial,  testified 

that  he,  too,  had  been  framed  by  these  officers.  (Exs.  Y,  Z,  SS,  Ex.  29 
(CR1 028854)). 

ee.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  April  12,  2008,  upon  hearing  knocking  at 
the  door  of  his  home,  the  complainant  opened  the  door  and  was  immediately 
beaten  by  officers  that  included  Watts,  Jones,  Smith,  and  others.  While  the 
officers  were  in  the  apartment,  they  conducted  illegal  searches  and  arrested 
individuals  for  drugs  they  did  not  have.  (Ex.  30  (CR1015698)). 

ff.  A  redacted  complainant  alleges  that  Watts  kicked  down  her  door  and  illegally 
searched  her,  the  apartment,  and  its  occupants  on  April  19,  2008.  (Ex.  31 
(CR1051941)). 

gg.  On  May  31, 2008,  Officers  Nichols,  Watts,  and  Jones,  beat  the  redacted 
complainant,  threated  to  plant  drugs  on  her,  and  stole  $340.  A  second 
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complainant  or  witness  was  also  beaten,  and  hospital  records  corroborated  the 
allegation.  (Ex.  NNNN). 

hh.  ^^^^^^^^^^|alleged  that  on  November  21,  2008,  Mohammed  and 
Nichols  planted  a  gun  on  him,  stole  over  $600  from  him,  and  initiated  false 
charges  against  him.  ^^^^^^|further  alleged  that  Nichols,  Leano,  and 
Mohammed  then  falsely  testified  against  him.  (Ex.  WWWW). 

ii.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  May  6,  2009,  Officer  Mohammed  stole 
$3,400  from  him  during  an  arrest.  (Ex.  MMMM). 

jj.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  August  8,  2009,  Leano  rode  over  his 
head  with  an  ATV  during  the  Bud  Billiken  Day  Parade.  Gonzalez  gave  a 
statement  in  support  of  Leano.  (Ex.  32  (CR1 029004)). 

kk.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  August  26,  2009,  Watts  and  other 

officers  verbally  and  physically  assaulted  him.  Watts  did  not  deny  that  he  struck 
the  complainant,  claiming  he  did  so  to  protect  a  child.  Jones  and  Mohammad 
were  witnesses  in  support  of  Watts.  (Ex.  33  (CR1 029569)). 

11.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  October  13,  2009,  Watts  verbally  abused 
her  during  an  arrest.  Smith  and  Jones,  who  were  with  Watts  during  the  arrest, 
denied  the  allegation.  (Ex.  34  (CR 1030958)). 

mm.  A  redacted  complainant  (whose  case,  per  the  OPS  report,  supposedly  later 
became  92CR20361(02))15  alleged  that  on  October  15,  2009,  Nichols, 
Mohammed,  Leano,  Watts,  Jones,  Smith  Jr.,  Robert  Gonzalez,  and  Brian  Bolton 
planted  drugs  on  him  at  4210  S.  Prairie.  (Ex.  PPPP). 

nn.  On  October  20,  2009,  Alvin  Jones,  in  the  presence  of  Ellsworth  Smith,  crashed 
his  police  car  into  Two  contemporaneous  “event  queries” — or 

calls  to  the  Chicago  police — report  that  a  man  had  been  “struck  by  an  auto.” 
Hospital  records  confirm  that  had  a  serious  leg  injury  from  blunt  force 

trauma.  gave  a  recorded  statement,  describing  an  officer  believed  to  be 

Watts  who  arrived  at  the  scene  and  said,  “Look  man,  you  gotta  take  this  one  bad 
case  and  don’t  go  to  the  hospital  or  if  you  do,  we  got  you  when  you  come  back.” 
HI  did  go  to  hospital,  and  as  punishment,  the  police  planted  7  live  9-mm 
bullets  on  him  and  fabricated  a  claim  that  simply  fell  while  running  and 

was  never  hit  by  a  car.  (Ex.  CC;  Ex.  35  (CR1031334)). 


15  According  to  the  Circuit  Court  computer,  there  is  no  (02)  defendant  under  that  case  number. 
The  (01)  defendant  is  an  individual  named  It  seems  extraordinarily  unlikely  that 

this  case  number,  however,  corresponds  to  this  complainant,  as  the  case  number  is  from  1992  yet 
the  arrest  at  issue  was  from  October  2009. 
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oo.  One  day  later,  on  October  21,  2009,  an  officer  Bailey  "ran  down 

y HU  with  his  motor  vehicle,"  breaking  hip  and  causing 

extreme  physical  pain.  then  alleged  that  Nichols  and  Leano  arrived, 

but  they  ignored  pleas  for  medical  care  and  claims  that  and  hit  him 

with  his  car.  After  being  "dragged"  by  Nichols  and  Leano  to  the  2nd  District, 
yyyH  told  Watts  what  happened  and  that  he  needed  to  go  to  the  hospital. 
"Watts  informed  that  if  went  to  the  hospital,  the  police 

officers  would  put  a  gun  case  on  him  and  put  cases  on  him."  then 

alleged  that  "Nichols  falsified  his  police  report  omitting  the  fact  that 
was  struck  by  the  police  car."  Nichols  also  falsely  testified  in  front  of  the  grand 
jury  that  during  Officer  Bailey's  pursuit,  "fell  between  a  fence  and 

Bailey's  car."  (Ex.  AA). 

pp.  On  September  11,  2009,  Watts,  Jones,  and  another  officer  illegally  entered  the 
redacted  complainant’s  home,  beat  him,  and  searched  the  home  while  Watts 
stated,  “Where  is  the  stuff  or  I’m  going  to  whip  your  ass.”  A  witness  supported 
the  complainant’s  account,  but  other  officers,  including  Smith,  Leano,  and 
Mohammed,  backed  Watts  and  Jones.  (Ex.  36  (CR 1030009)). 


qq.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  June  10,  201 1,  Nichols  and  Leano  placed 
an  unknown  object  into  the  complainant’s  rectum.  (Ex.  OOOO). 

rr.  Gonzalez  beat  the  redacted  complainant  on  April  26,  2012  while  Jones  was  one 
of  several  officers  that  falsely  arrested  him.  Bolton  provided  a  witness  statement 
in  support  of  Gonzalez  and  Jones.  (Ex.  37  (CR1 053673)). 

ss.The  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  January  10,  2013,  Bolton,  Gonzalez, 
and  Nichols  stopped  and  searched  him  without  justification.  (Ex.  38 
(CR  1059446)). 


tt.  On  July  4,  2013,  Gonzalez  discharged  his  firearm  1 1  times  toward  17-year-old 
yyyyyy  striking  and  killing  him.  Nichols  and  Leano  testified  at  the 
federal  civil  rights  trial  on  his  behalf.  The  jury  found  the  shooting  unjustified. 
(Ex.  39  (CR1 063293)). 


92.  There  are  also  several  complaints  against  Watts  and  his  officers  that  were 


investigated  by  Lt.  James  R.  Spratte,  who  is  the  same  Lieutenant  that  whistleblowing  officer 
Mickey  Spaargaren  alleged  covered  up  Watts’  misconduct  (and  threatened  Spaargaren)  after 
Spaargaren  reported  it.  (Ex.  V).  These  allegations  are  as  follows: 


a.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  Watts  repeatedly  harassed  her  and 

ultimately  threatened  to  falsely  arrest  her  in  September  2002.  Lt.  Spratte  found 
the  allegation  unsustained.  (Ex.  40  (CR284536)). 
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b.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  a  male  black  officer,  and  two  female  black 
officers  unlawfully  stopped  her  in  late  2002.  Lt.  Spratte  identified  the  male  black 
officer  as  Watts  and  determined  the  allegation  was  not  sustained.  (Ex.  41 
(CR284602)). 

c.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  March  10,  2004,  Watts,  Jones  and  Young 
unlawfully  entered  her  apartment  and  questioned  her.  Lt.  Spratte  found  the 
allegation  unfounded.  (Ex.  42  (CR296428)). 

93.  There  are  also  several  complaints  against  officers  working  under  the  command  of 
Watts  where  Watts  himself  was  assigned  to  investigate.16  These  include: 

a.  On  August  12,  2001,  the  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  Jones  and  another 
officer  threatened  her  by  saying  “I  don’t  know  who  the  fuck  that  you  are  talking 
to.  I’ll  fuck  you  and  anybody  else  up,  you’d  better  recognize  who  you  are  talking 
to.”  Watts  investigated  and  determined  the  allegation  was  not  sustained.  (Ex.  43 
(CR273870)). 

b.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  April  3,  2003,  Mohammed  verbally 
assaulted  her  and  pushed  her  son.  Watts  was  assigned  to  investigate  and 
determined  the  allegation  was  not  sustained.  (Ex.  44  (CR288573)). 

c.  A  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  February  3,  2006,  Bolton  stole  $350  from 
him.  Watts  was  assigned  to  investigate,  and  Watts  claimed  that  he  contacted  the 
complainant  who  supposedly  claimed  that  he  fabricated  the  whole  allegation. 
Watts  then  claimed,  however,  that  the  complainant  did  not  wish  to  sign  an 
affidavit.  (Ex.  45  (CR1 01 2897)). 

d.  The  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  May  10,  2010,  Bolton  and  Gonzalez 
falsely  arrested  him.  Watts  was  assigned  to  investigate  the  complaint  and 
determined  that  the  allegation  was  not  sustained.  (Ex.  46  (CR1 037238)). 

e.  The  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  by  February  1,  2011,  Officers  Nichols  and 
Leano  had  stopped  and  searched  him  ten  times  without  justification,  and  that  on 
March  24,  2011,  falsely  arrested  him.  The  complainant  says  that  Nichols  and 
Leano  repeatedly  told  the  complainant  to  “give  us  someone.”  Watts  investigated 
and  claimed  that  the  complainant  did  not  want  to  cooperate.  (Ex.  47 

(CR1 044250)). 

f.  The  redacted  complainant  alleged  that  on  October  2,  201 1  Officers  Ellsworth 
Smith,  Jr.  and  others  in  the  Second  District  falsely  arrested  him.  Watts 


6  plaint  also  fits  this  category.  It  is  not  included  in  the  list  because  | 

has  been  exonerated  and  is  included  in  the  section  above  related  to  sustained  allegations. 
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investigated  and  claimed  that  the  complainant  wanted  to  drop  the  complaint.  (Ex. 
48  (CR 1049094)). 

vii.  Other  Documented  Instances  of  Watts-led  Corruption  in  the  Public  Record 

94.  The  public  record  provides  additional  details  about  the  decade-long  Watts- 
led  corruption  within  the  Second  District. 

a.  Unnamed  Informant 

95.  In  October  2016,  journalist  and  government  watchdog  Jamie  Kalven 
published  a  piece  documenting  the  decade-long  corruption  of  the  Watts-led  crew.  Part  II  of 
Kalven’ s  piece,  entitled  Operation  Brass  Tax:  Corrupt  Chicago  Police  Were  Taxing  Drag 
Dealers  and  Targeting  Their  Rivals,  documents  whistleblowing  CPD  Officers  Spalding 
and  Echeverria’s  use  of  two  informants,  both  of  whom  relayed  to  the  officers  their  own 
stories  of  Watts  framing  them.  (Ex.  QQQ). 

96.  The  first  informant  is  referred  to  as  is  the  same  informant 

framed  by  Watts  repeatedly  referenced  by  the  U.S.  Attorney’s  Office  during  the  sentencing 
proceedings  in  the  federal  criminal  case  against  Watts  and  later  identified  as  “Mr. 

WK^See  infra  f  44. 

97.  Kalven,  however,  reports  additional  details.  He  notes  that  when 

whistleblowing  Officers  Spalding  and  Echeverria  started  working  for  the  FBI  in  2007,  they 
went  looking  for  informant  they  had  worked  with  on  other  matters  for 

many  years.  When  they  found  him,  “^^^^^^^informed  the  undercover  officers  that  he 
had  been  in  prison  because  “Watts  had  put  a  case  on  him.”  “^^^^^^|repoiled  this 
occurred  after  Watts  “pressed  him  for  information  about  where  some  drugs  were  stashed.” 

When  “^^^^|^|did  not  provide  the  information,  Watts  retaliated  against  him  by 
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putting  a  case  on  him.  “Knowing  he  wouldn’t  be  believed  over  Watts,  he  pleaded  guilty” 
and  got  a  two-year  prison  sentence.  (Ex.  QQQ). 

98.  When  Spalding  and  Echeverria  approached  had  just  gotten  out 

of  prison  for  the  crime  in  which  Watts  framed  them.  The  undercover  officers  asked  him  about 
Watts,  and,  according  to  Spalding  and  Echeverria,  ‘^^^^^^|started  talking  and  it  was  a  long 
time  before  he  stopped.  He  was  an  avalanche  of  information,  confirming  the  scope  of  the 
protection  racket  Watts  was  running.”  (Ex.  QQQ). 

99.  “^^^^^^|reported  that  he  had  seen  Watts  pay  off  drug  dealers  “hundreds  of 
times. . . .  The  boys  call  him  Thirsty  Bird.  You  have  to  pay  taxes  to  sell  dope.”  (Ex.  QQQ). 

100.  “^^^^^^|told  the  whistleblowing  officers  that  he  had  seen  Watts  take  drugs 
off  one  person  and  put  them  on  another  “[o]n  many  occasions  over  the  years.”  (Ex.  QQQ). 

101 .  One  such  person  was  another  informant,  unnamed  in  Kalven’s  article.  This 
individual  was  a  drug  dealer  from  the  Harold  Ickes  Homes  on  South  State  Street  from  whom 
Watts  had  routinely  taken  protection  payments  through  the  years.  However,  on  one  occasion, 
Watts  was  unsatisfied  with  the  amount  of  the  bribe,  and  in  retaliation,  “Watts  put  someone  else’s 
package  on  him  and  arrested  him.”  Once  again,  this  resulted  in  two  years  of  prison  (from  2007- 
2009)  for  this  unnamed  informant.  (Ex.  QQQ). 

1 02.  Kalven  goes  on  to  report  that  because  of  these  experiences,  “^^^^^^|and  this 
unnamed  individual  agreed  to  work  as  informants  for  Spalding,  Echeverria,  and  the  FBI 
investigation.  This  included  a  March  31,  2010  “sting” — caught  on  wiretap — that  involved  Watts, 
Mohammed,  and  Jones.  (Ex.  QQQ).  Jones,  of  course,  was  never  charged. 
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103.  An  August  14,  2009  FBI  “302  report,”  authored  by  Special  Agent  Patrick  Smith, 

documents  an  interview  with  ^^^^^^^^|where  Spalding  and  Echeverria  were  also  present. 
(Ex.  X,  at  1).  narrated  his  personal  knowledge  about  Watts’  “criminal  activity  [of] 

extorting  and  robbing  drug  dealers  as  well  as  selling  drugs.”  named  many,  many 

individuals  in  this  report,  both  by  name  and  nickname,  who  both  “directly  or  indirectly,  provided 

with  information  about  WATTS.”  explained  that  Watts’  “drug  line”  began 

“around  2000.”  The  FBI  report  noted  that  “WATTS  openly  talked  about  his  criminal  activity  in 
the  TAC  room  at  the  police  station,”  and  the  report  talked  about  “Watts  and  his  team.”  (Id.  at  2) 
(italics  added).  The  Report  also  included  a  photo  lineup  of  nine  CPD  officers.  was  able  to 

recognize  a  few  of  them.  (Id.  at  2-15). 

viii.  Watts  and  Mohammed  Taking  Fifth 

104.  Illinois  law  allows  a  court  to  draw  an  adverse  inference  in  a  post-conviction 

proceeding  from  an  officer’s  assertion  of  the  Fifth  Amendment,  and,  indeed,  should  draw  “a 
negative  inference”  when  the  State  produces  no  evidence  to  rebut  the  allegations.  People  v. 
Whirl,  2015  IL  App  (1st)  111483,  105-07. 

105.  Officers  Watts  and  Mohammed  have  produced  interrogatory  responses  in  the 

federal  civil  rights  matter  C/fy  of  Chicago,  No.  16  C  8940. 

106.  Watts  took  the  Fifth  when  asked  if  he  (a)  solicited  a  bribe  from  ^^^^^^|(b) 
planted  drugs  on  ^^^^^|on  March  23,  2005  and  December  11, 2005;  (c)  committed  perjury 
against  ^^^^^H(d)  “ever  planted  drugs  or  guns  on  a  civilian,  seen  another  police  officer  plant 
drugs  or  guns  on  a  civilian,  and/or  directed  another  police  officer  to  plant  drugs  or  guns  on  a 


civilian;  or  (e)  killed,  solicited  to  kill,  participated  in  a  conspiracy  to  kill,  or  had  knowledge  of  a 
plan  to  kill  ^^^^^^^^|(a/k/a  ^^^^^^|(see  supra  14-18).  (Ex.  2). 

107.  Mohammed,  similarly,  took  the  Fifth  when  asked  whether  (a)  the  police  reports 

that  led  to  the  arrests  and  convictions  of  ^^^^^|and  Case  Nos.  05  CR  8982 

and  No.  06  CR  810  contained  “false  or  inaccurate  statements,”  (b) 

“committed  any  illegal  acts  relating  to  the  incidents  in  Plaintiffs’  or  (c)  he  had  “ever  planted 
drugs  or  guns  a  civilian,  seen  another  police  officer  plant  drugs  or  guns  on  a  civilian,  and/or 
directed  another  police  officer  to  plant  drugs  or  guns  on  a  civilian.”  (Ex.  YYYY). 

B.  Petitioners’  Factual  Allegations 

108.  Each  of  the  fifteen  captioned-Petiti oners’  specific  allegations  mirror  the  claims 
and  sustained  allegations  of  the  60-70  individuals  identified  above. 

109.  All  of  the  Petitioners’  cases  involve  officers  working  under  the  command  of 
Sergeant  Watts. 

110.  Each  case  involves  officers  that  the  State  has  now  acknowledged  framed, 

committed  peijury,  and/or  fabricated  police  reports  in  the  cases  of  HU 

and/or 

111.  In  almost  every  case,  Watts  signed  the  police  reports  as  the  supervising  officer. 

112.  Each  case  involves  a  drug  arrest,  like  almost  every  single  one  of  the  cases 
documented  above. 

113.  Almost  every  case  occurred  at  the  Ida  B.  Wells  Housing  Projects,  just  like  most  of 
the  allegations  above. 

114.  In  each  case,  Petitioner  alleges  they  were  innocent  and  framed. 
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115.  Many  of  the  cases  involve  allegations  that  Watts  or  members  of  his  crew  were 
retaliating  against  the  Petitioner,  or  they  were  targeting  the  Petitioner  in  some  way,  which 
mirrors  the  pattern  demonstrated  by  Watts  and  his  crew. 

116.  Below  is  a  factual  background  of  the  allegations  for  each  individual  Petitioner: 

i.  ^^^^^^MCase  Nos.  03  CR  02644(031:  03  CR  12414: 

07  CR  20496 

(All  Supporting  Documents  Found  in  Exhibit  49) 
l  legations 

117.  Prior  to  January  4,  2003,  Watts  had  solicited  pay  him  or  obtain 

drugs  for  him  for  protection  from  arrest.  ^^^|refused,  and  Watts  told  him  that  if  he  didn’t  pay 
him  off,  ^^^Bwould  go  to  jail  every  time  Watts  saw  him.  (Ex.  49,  ^^^|Aff.  2). 

118.  At  6:30  a.m.  on  January  4,  2003,  despite  not  being  engaged  in  any  criminal 
activity,  Watts  and  Jones  pulled  B^Bover  and  arrested  him.  Subsequently,  Watts  again 
solicited  a  bribe  from  him.  ^^^|again  refused.  In  retaliation,  Watts  took  drugs  out  of  his 
pocket  and  told  ^^^B“these  are  yours.”  Jones,  Mohammed,  Leano,  and  Gonzalez  were  all 
present  when  Watts  framed  ^^^^|This  arrest  became  criminal  Case  No.  03  CR  02644. 
Mohammed,  Jones,  Young,  Bolton,  Watts,  Ridgell,  Summers,  and  Edwards  are  all  amongst  the 
officers  listed  as  complaining  or  arresting  officers  on  police  reports,  while  Watts  is  the 
supervising  officer.  (Ex.  49,  ^^^BAff.  f  4). 

119.  ^^^Bfiled  an  OPS  complaint  about  this  false  arrest,  and  it  was  assigned 
CR#287000.  When  B^^lspoke  to  the  investigator  over  the  phone,  he  reported  both  the  false 
arrest  and  the  prior  threat  to  plant  drugs  on  him.  ^^^Bwas  never  contacted  again  by  OPS.  (Ex. 
49,  ^HAff.  Tfi[  8-9,  Ex.  A). 


39 


120.  The  OPS  investigator  assigned  to  the  complaint  was  Lt.  Spratte — this  is  the  same 
Lieutenant  that  whistleblowing  officer  Michael  Spaargaren  alleged  covered  up  for  Watts  and 
threatened  and  retaliated  against  Spaargaren  when  he  attempted  to  report  Watts’  misconduct.  See 
supra  f  33,  92.  (Ex.  V;  Ex.  49,  ^^^AfT,  Ex.  A  ). 

121 .  While  ^^^|was  on  bond  for  Case  No.  03  CR  02644,  on  May  8,  2003,  Watts 
again  falsely  arrested  and  framed  ^^^HThe  other  arresting  officers  on  police  reports  included 
Mohammed,  Jones,  Gonzalez,  Edwards,  Summers,  and  Watts  is  listed  as  the  supervising 
sergeant.  ^^^|was  simply  going  to  visit  his  girlfriend  at  Ida  B.  Wells — and  doing  nothing 
illegal — when  the  Watts  approached  him,  handcuffed  him,  and  arrested  him.  Watts  said  to 
mi“Let  me  see  if  you  can  bond  off  of  this.”  The  team  of  officers  planted  28.6  grams  of 
heroin  on  him.  This  became  Case  No.  03  CR  124 14. 17  (Ex.  49,  ^^^HAff.  f  1 1). 

122.  After  his  false  arrest  in  May,  B^^|could  not  post  bond  and  stayed  in  county 

jail.  (Ex.  49,  H  12). 

123.  On  November  1 7,  2003,  ^^^|through  counsel,  filed  a  Motion  to  Suppress 
Evidence  related  to  the  first  arrest  in  January  2003.  (Ex.  49  at  Tr.  3).  An  evidentiary  hearing  was 
held  on  the  matter  on  January  14,  2004. 

124.  ^^^|testified  at  the  hearing  entirely  consistent  with  paragraph  118.  (Ex.  49  at 
Tr.  80).  He  specifically  said  that  when  officers  took  him  to  Ida  B.  Wells,  “the  sergeant  come  out 
of  the  hallway,  walk  up  to  the  car  I  was  in,  and  tell  me  that  them  bags  is  mines.”  (Ex.  49  at  Tr. 
81).  Other  police  officers  confirm  that  the  Sergeant  on  the  scene  was  Watts.  (Ex.  49  at  Tr.  7). 
mHexplained  that  the  arresting  officers  had  “harassed”  him  many  times  prior.  (Ex.  49  at  Tr. 
82,  88-89). 

17  The  arrest  report  in  this  case  lists  April  9,  2003  as  the  initial  court  date  on  this  arrest,  which 
pre-dates  the  arrest  date  of  May  8,  2003,  so  is  obviously  false  or  in  error. 
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125.  Nicole  Parker,  friend,  as  well  as  a  janitor  at  Ida  B.  Wells — Roscoe 

Bryson  (who  didn’t  even  really  know  H^^^Hcorroborated  ^^^^|testimony.  (Ex.  49  at  Tr. 
66-77,  95-115). 

126.  Three  officers  testified  at  the  hearing,  including  Kallatt  Mohammed.  The 
testifying  officers  confirmed  that  Watts,  Jones,  Gonzalez,  Bolton,  Young,  Ridgell,  Summers,  and 
Edwards  were  on  the  scene.  (Ex.  49  at  Tr.  6).  Ultimately  Officer  Summers  testified  he  saw  and 
heard  ^^^|sell  drugs.  (Ex.  49  at  Tr.  26-48). 

127.  ^^^^Battorney,  argued  explicitly  that  the  testifying  officers 

just  fabricated  their  testimony:  “The  officer  apparently  wasn’t  prepared  to  testify  honestly  about 
what  it  was  that  occurred  so  he  just  picked,  apparently,  what  he  thought  was  the  closest  location 
he  could  possibly  get  to  try  to  convince  some  just  in  the  Circuit  Court  of  Cook  County  that  he 
saw  what  he  saw  and  was  able  to  hear  what  he  heard.”  (Ex.  49  at  Tr.  1 1 1). 

128.  The  judge  found  the  officers  credible  and  denied  the  motion.  (Ex.  49  at  Tr.  1 14). 

129.  B^^Jremained  in  custody  going  forward.  He  eventually  pled  guilty  to  both 
charges  in  exchange  for  boot  camp.  ^^^|pled  guilty  at  the  advice  of  his  attorney  and  because 
he  knew  that  he  was  not  going  to  beat  the  case  against  Watts  and  his  team  of  corrupt  officers. 

(Ex.  49,  ^^lAff.  f  15). 

130.  Two  years  after  ^^^|got  out  of  jail,  on  August  28,  2007,  Watts  again  solicited 

a  bribe  from  which  ^^^|again  refused.  Again,  in  retaliation,  Watts  framed  him, 

taking  drugs  out  of  his  pocket  and  planting  a  Class  X  amount  of  heroin  and  cocaine  on 
Nichols,  Jones,  Bolton,  Leano,  and  Smith  are  listed  on  the  police  reports,  and  Watts  is  the 
supervising  sergeant.  This  became  Case  No.  07  CR  20496,  and  ^^^|was  forced  to  plead  guilty 
for  the  same  reasons. 
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131.  not  file  OPS  reports  about  his  last  two  false  arrests  because  OPS 
ignored  his  first  complaint,  and  the  court  already  determined  that  it  believed  the  officers. 

132.  To  this  day,  members  of  Watts’  crew  still  approach  him  and  harass  him;  Gibson 
even  took  a  photo  of  Gonzalez  harassing  him  in  2016,  which  is  attached  to  his  affidavit.  (Ex.  49, 
^■^ff). 

Police  Version — 

133.  Watts’  team  describes  each  of  the  three  cases  as  onsite  drug  arrests. 

134.  As  noted.  Watts’  team  claim  they  witnessed  ^^^flengage  in  drug  sales  in 
January  2003. 

135.  In  May  2003,  Watts’  team  claim  they  witnessed  ^^^|try  to  throw  his  backpack 
out  the  window  but  prevented  him  from  doing  so,  and  the  backpack  had  drugs. 

136.  In  the  August  2007  arrest,  Watts’  team  claim  they  observed  ^^^|standing  in 
the  lobby  of  Ida  B.  Wells  simply  holding  drugs. 

ii.  ^^^^MCase  Nos.  03  CR  17007; 

I  M  05  CR  00147 

(All  Supporting  Documents  Found  in  Exhibit  50). 

| llegations 

137.  On  May  31,  2003,  Watts,  Mohammed,  and  other  officers  entered  559  E. 

Browning  at  Ida  B.  Wells.  Although  ^^^|neither  had  nor  was  doing  anything  illegal,  he  ran, 
as  he  knew  these  officers  were  corrupt  and  had  framed  others.  (Ex.  50,  ^^^|Aff.  3). 

138.  An  officer  believed  to  be  Mohammed  caught  up  to  him  and  searched  him.  Finding 
nothing  illegal,  at  the  insistence  of  Watts,  this  officer  arrested  him  anyway.  Watts,  Mohammed, 
Jones,  Ridgell  and  Edwards  are  all  noted  as  arresting  officers  on  the  police  report.  (Ex.  50, 
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139.  Upon  arrival  at  the  station,  Watts  explicitly  told  ^^^|they  were  going  to  “front” 
him  a  case  “to  make  sure  you  never  run  from  me  again.”  ^^^^(thereafter,  was  charged  with 
cocaine  and  heroin.  In  Case  No.  03  CR  17007,  ^^^|pled  guilty  to  probation  because  he  knew 
Watts  had  done  this  to  many  others  and  that  ^^^|stood  no  chance  of  beating  the  charges.  (Ex. 


50,  ^MAff.  H}5-8). 

140.  Over  a  year  later,  on  October  16,  2004, 


land 


I  were  at  559 


E.  Browning.  This  time.  Watts,  Jones,  and  a  female  officer  known  as  Coco — believed  to  be 


Lamonica 


letained  and  searched  them  for  no  reason.  Young  is  also  listed  on  the  police 


reports  as  an  arresting  officer.  (Ex.  50 
141.  Neither 
the  second  floor  where 
gave  Watts  drugs.  HI 


|Aff.  1 9,  1 3). 

lad  any  drugs  on  them.  Thereafter,  Watts  went  to 
brother  who  is  now  deceased — 


Iwas  aware  that  his  brother  I 


Watts  for  protection  from  arrest.  (Ex.  50, 


rif.f  10-12, 


rad  been  paying  off 

lAff-14). 


142.  Watts  and  Jones  then  planted  the  heroin  he  received  from 


Ion 


land  I 


iach  eventually  pled  guilty.  (Ex.  50, 


|Aff.  H  15; 


Aff.  6-8). 

143.  ^^^|filed  a  complaint  about  this  incident  to  OPS  alleging  that  the  officers 
planted  heroin  on  him,  and  it  was  assigned  CR  #302560.  Despite  indicating  to  OPS  that  Watts 
was  involved  in  framing  him,  OPS  assigned  Watts  to  investigate  the  complaint.  ^^^|was 
never  contacted  by  any  investigator  from  OPS  as  it  relates  to  the  complaint.  (Ex.  50,  ^^HAff. 
f  17,  OPS  Complaint). 
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144.  not  file  a  formal  complaint  both  because  he  didn’t  really  know  how 
to  do  so  and  that  he  was  aware  Watts  had  retaliated  against  others  who  had  complained  against 
him.  (Ex.  50,  ^^HAff.  f  12). 

145.  Prior  to  his  guilty  plea,  ^^^^^|did,  however,  alert  his  attorney,  the  now 

Honorable  that  his  arresting  officers  planted  drugs  on  him.  Attorney 

filed  a  motion  to  quash  his  arrest  and  suppress  evidence,  naming  Jones  and  Young  in 
the  written  motion  and  stating  that  their  testimony  at  the  preliminary  hearing  was  “not  believable 
and  pretextual  in  nature.”  (Ex.  50,  10). 

Police  Version — 

146.  Watts’  team  describe  both  cases  as  onsite  drug  arrests. 

147.  In  the  May  2003  arrest  involving  ^^^|alone,  Watts’  team  allege  that  they  saw 
I^^Bholding  drugs,  ^^^|threw  it  down  and  ran,  and  then  they  caught  him  and  found  more 
drugs  on  him. 

148.  In  the  October  2004  arrest,  Watts’  team  allege  they  witnessed  ^^^|and 
|^|^^|working  together  to  make  a  drug  transaction. 

iii. 

(All  Supporting  Documents  in  Exhibit  51) 

^^^J^^^^^Allegations 

149.  On  January  16,  2006,  ^^^Hwas  standing  in  a  parking  lot  at  574  E.  36th 
Street  at  Ida  B.  Wells.  He  was  talking  to  several  people,  including  Shamika  Booker.  (Ex.  51, 

1 50.  While  there,  Watts  and  Jones  drove  up  and  entered  the  building.  Shortly  after  they 
did  so,  Jones  called  to  ^^^^|from  the  building  and  told  him  to  come  over.  Before  he  went 
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over,  ^^|gave  Booker  the  money  he  had  on  him.  so  because  Watts  and  Jones 

had  stolen  money  he  had  in  his  possession  previously.  (Ex.  51,  f  1,  4). 

151.  Jones,  however,  saw  Booker  the  money.  Watts  and  Jones 

subsequently  stole  the  $948  ^^^Hhad  on  him  and  arrested  him,  planted  drugs  on  him,  and 
initiated  drug  charges.  Police  reports  listed  Mohammed,  Jones,  and  Smith  as  the  arresting 
officers  and  Watts  as  the  approving  supervising  officer,  ^^^^denies  that  Smith  was  present. 
(Ex.  51,  f  5). 

152.  ^^^^|tiled  a  pre-trial  motion  to  quash  the  arrest.  Shamika  Booker  testified  at 
the  hearing  that  she  was  talking  to  ^^^^|when  Watts  and  Jones  approached.  She  said 

gave  her  some  money  to  hold,  but  Jones  saw  and  ordered  her  to  give  it  back.  Booker  confirmed 
that  ^^^^|was  not  selling  any  drugs  during  the  time  she  was  with  him  nor  did  she  see  any 
drugs  on  him.  During  argument,  ^^^^Battomey,  Patrick  Boyle,  argued  “frankly,  I  don’t  think 
[the  police]  saw  what  they  said  they  saw. .  . .  [CJommon  sense  tells  us  that  I  don’t  think  this 
happened  the  way  the  police  officers  say  it  happened.”  (Ex.  51  at  Tr.  109). 

153.  The  State’s  attorney  agreed  that  “this  is  a  matter  of  credibility”  regarding  the 
testimony  at  the  hearing.  The  court  found  that  it  was  essentially  a  credibility  battle  between 
Booker  and  the  officers  and  believed  “the  credibility  rests  with  the  officers.”  (Ex.  51  at  Tr.  118). 

154.  After  the  motion  to  suppress  was  denied,  ^^^^|lost  hope  and  pled  guilty.  He 
was  in  county  jail  and  was  offered  a  sentence  for  essentially  the  amount  of  time  he  had  already 
served  in  custody  in  exchange  for  pleading  guilty  to  this  case  and  case  number  05  CR 
19553(07). 
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1 55.  not  file  an  OPS  complaint  because  he  was  aware  that  when  others 

did,  including  |^^^^^|and  ^^^^^^^^|they  were  retaliated  against  with  additional 
charges.  (Ex.  51,  11). 

1 56.  After  ^^^Hgot  out,  Watts  and  Mohammed  told  ^^^^|that  his  false  arrest  was 

“straight  business’’  and  that  “^^^Hpaid  Watts  to  arrest  ^^^^|(Ex.  51,  f  12).  In 

2005,  federal  law  enforcement  that  “^^^Bworked  for  him,  and  that 

‘^^■usually  paid  WATTS”  and  that  “Police  Officer  AL  JONES  worked  on  WATTS’s  team 
and  he  also  took  the  payments  from  “^^^^|(Ex.  EEE). 

Police  Version — 

1 57.  Watts’  team  describe  an  onsite  drug  arrest  after  a  “concerned  citizen”  notified  the 

police  that  going to  pick  up  narcotics  and  money  from  the  identified  location.  Upon 

arriving,  Watts’  team  describe  seeing  ^^^Hholding  drugs  and  recovering  the  drugs  and 


money. 


158.  At  the  motion  to  suppress  hearing,  Jones  and  Smith  testified  to  the  same.  Watts 
also  testified  and  denied  he  was  present  for  the  arrest. 

iv.  i  II  II  ICR  17855 

(All  Supporting  Documents  Found  in  Exhibit  52) 

^^^^^^^^Allegations 
trial. 

160.  At  the  trial,  ^^Htestified  that  on  June  28,  2004,  he  was  at  Ida  B.  Wells  visiting 
his  aunt  in  Apartment  ^B  Roughly  20-30  minutes  after  his  arrival,  he  was  taken  into  custody  by 
Chicago  police  officers.  (Ex.  52  at  Tr.  45) 


46 


161.  ^^Bhad  not  been  engaged  in  any  drag  transactions  during  that  time  period, 
■■was  never  read  his  rights  and  he  never  made  any  statements.  (Ex.  52  at  Tr.  45). 

1 62.  ^^■further  testified  that  the  police  “didn’t  even  tell  me  what  they  were  locking 
me  up  for  until  I  got  to  the  station.”  He  didn’t  see  any  drags  that  day,  and  then  he  was  just  told  at 
the  station  that  they  were  charging  him  with  drags.  (Ex.  52  at  Tr.  52-53;  ^^■Aff.  f  5). 

163.  At  argument,  ^^^|attomey — (who  was  also  ^^^^^|and 
■Bim^lattorney  in  the  cases  where  they  were  framed  by  Watts  and  his  team) — argued 
that  photographs  from  the  scene  prove  the  officers  “could  not  have  seen  what  they  said  they 
saw.”  (Ex.  52  at  Tr.  60-61). 

164.  For  its  part,  the  State  said  the  police  had  “no  reason  to  lie”  and  ^^^|allegation 
that  “these  officers  picked  him  out  of  all  the  people  in  527  Browning  and  put  drags  on  him”  was 
incredible.  (Ex  52  at  Tr.  63). 

1 65.  The  court  found  that  the  case  came  down  to  the  “credibility  of  the  parties  who 
testified  in  the  case”  and  found  ^^■guilty  of  intent  to  deliver  a  controlled  substance.  Ex.  52,  at 
Tr.  69).  He  was  sentenced  to  five  years  in  prison. 

Police  Version — 

166.  Officers  Summers  and  Ridgell  testified  at  the  bench  trial.  On  the  police  reports, 
Mohammed,  Jones,  Young,  Bolton,  Gonzalez,  and  Edwards  are  listed  as  assisting  arresting 
officers,  and  Watts  is  listed  as  the  supervising  sergeant. 

167.  The  police  testified  this  was  an  onsite  drag  arrest  at  Ida  B.  Wells.  Watts’  team 
allegedly  observed  ^^■sell  drags  multiple  times  and  thereafter  throw  the  50  bags  of  crack 
cocaine  in  a  trash  chute.  The  officers  then  alleged  ^^■made  an  oral  statement  admitting  to 
attempting  to  discard  the  drags  to  “get  away.”  (Ex.  52,  at  Tr.  7-21). 
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V. 


ICase  No.  07  CR  11675 


(All  Supporting  Documents  Found  in  Exhibit  53) 

^■1  ^^^/^Allegations 

1 68.  ^^^^(represented  himself  during  a  two-day  jury  trial  in  January  2008, 
which  related  to  his  arrest  on  May  14,  2007. 

169.  During  opening  statements,  ^^^^|stated  clearly:  “State  would  have  you  believe 
that  I’m  an  illegal  narcotics  seller.  That’s  not  true.  There’s  not  a  whole  lot  I  can  say  about  the 
activity  in  the  back  of  the  building  with  the  person  screaming  about  some  kind  of  drugs  being 
sold,  because  I  wasn’t  there.”  (Ex.  53  at  Tr.  1/17/08  at  7-8). 

170.  Throughout  the  remainder  of  his  opening  statement  and  his  cross-examination  of 
State’s  witnesses  Officers  Alvin  Jones  and  Ellsworth  Smith,  Jr.,  ^^^Balleged  that  the  police 
were  lying.  Utilizing  photos  of  the  scene,  ^^^^(demonstrated  that  the  amount  of  drugs  the 
police  alleged  they  seized  would  not  actually  fit  in  the  hole.  Further,  he  pointed  out  that  the  lab 
claimed  the  drugs  weighed  twice  the  amount  that  Jones  testified  they  weighed,  and 
explicitly  argued  that  Jones  presented  different  drugs  to  the  lab  that  he  allegedly  confiscated 
from  ^^^^|or  the  scene  that  day.  (Ex.  53  at  Tr.  1/17/08-1/18/08). 

171.  During  examinations  of  the  testifying  officers,  ^^^^|explicitly  accused  Jones, 
Smith,  and  Watts  of  framing  him.  (Ex.  53  at  Tr.  1/18/08  at  136)  (^^^^|“You  put  the  drugs  on 
me  because  I  wouldn’t  give  somebody  up.  Didn’t  you  ask  me  to  turn  somebody  in.”  Smith :  [no 
response]”;  (Ex.  53  at  Tr.  1/18/08  at  180)  (objections  excluded)  (^^^^|“Did  you  plant  any 
drugs  on  anyone  that  day?”  Jones:  “No.”). 

172.  ^^^^|a!so  explicitly  accused  Jones  and  Watts  of  beating  him.  (Ex.  53  at  Tr. 
1/18/08  at  137)  (^^^^|“Before  you  handcuffed  me,  did  Sergeant  Watts  and  Officer  Jones  take 
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me  into  a  hallway  out  of  your  view?”  Smith :  “No”  ^^^^|“That  never  happened?”  Smith : 

“No.”  you  hear  the  sound  when  they  slapped  me  all  upside  the  head,  asking  me 

questions,  asking  me  to  give  people  up?”  Smith:  “No.”  (Ex.  53  at  Tr.  1/18/08  at  137). 

173.  ^^^^|also  explicitly  asked  Jones  if  he  was  under  investigation  by  the  Office  of 
Professional  Standards,  although  an  objection  to  that  question  was  sustained.  (Ex.  53  at  Tr. 
1/18/08  at  180). 

1 74.  ^^^^|wife,  ^^^^|also  testified  that  ^^^^|was  not  a  drug  dealer, 

she  had  never  seen  him  sell  drugs,  and  that  he  sold  soda,  candy,  and  pastries  from  a  rolling  cart  at 
Ida  B.  Wells.  (Ex.  54,  at  Appellate  Order  at  3;  Tr.  1/18/08  at  186-95). 

175.  his  innocence  in  both  opening  and  closing  arguments.  (Ex.  53 
atTr.  1/17/08,  1/18/08  at  1124, 1129). 

Police  Version — flHR  HHI 

176.  The  police  reports  and  testimony  indicate  that  Jones,  Smith,  ^^^|and 

Mohammed  were  the  arresting  officers,  and  Watts  was  the  supervising  officer  and  present  on 
location.  (Ex.  54  at  1/18/08  at  36).  It  also  lists  another  individual  arrested 

that  day — ^^^^^|was  falsely  arrested  (and  eventually  exonerated)  seven  months  later  by 
Watts,  Jones,  and  Lewis — or  these  same  officers.  (Exs.  Y,  Z,  SS,  Ex.  29  (CR1 028854)). 

177.  The  testifying  officers — Smith  and  Jones — claimed  this  was  an  onsite  drug  arrest, 
where  Watts  was  present.  The  officers  testified  that  they  viewed  ^^^^|place  drugs  in  a  hole  in 
a  wall  at  a  housing  complex.  (Ex.  54,  at  Appellate  Order  at  3). 
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VI. 


ICase  No.  08  CR  18934 


(All  Supporting  Documents  Found  in  Exhibit  54) 

Allegations 

178.  A  few  weeks  prior  to  September  1 5,  2008,  arrested  by 

Nichols  and  Gonzalez  and  taken  to  the  station.  When  taken  to  the  station  at  51st  and  Wentworth, 
|^^^^|met  Watts  for  the  first  time.  There,  Watts  informed  ^^^^|that  he  was  “gonna  take 
the  money  and  drugs,  but  you  got  to  redeem  yourself,”  telling  ^^^^|that  he  would  have  to 
“set  someone  up.”  After  giving  him  his  cell  phone  number,  Watts  then  let  with 

instructions  to  call  him  “when  you  are  ready  to  redeem  yourself.”  (Ex.  54  at  ^^^^|Aff.  ff  1  - 

8). 

179.  On  September  15,  2008,  Watts,  Nichols,  Mohammed,  and  other  officers  stopped 
several  individuals,  including  ^^^^|and  Mohammed  Blandon,  near  40th  and  Langley, 
m^iad  no  drugs  on  him  and  was  not  doing  anything  illegal.  Nevertheless,  they  arrested 
■Hand  everyone  else  and  brought  them  to  51st  and  Wentworth.  (Ex.  54  at  ^^^^BAff.  ff 
9-12). 

1 80.  During  the  course  of  the  arrest,  Watts  asked  ^^^^|why  he  didn’t  call  him. 
Subsequently,  Watts  planted  more  than  15  grams  of  heroin  on  him — attributing  drugs  supposedly 
found  in  an  abandoned  building  to  ^^^^|in  retaliation  for  ^^^^|failing  to  call  him  and 
“redeem  himself.”  (Ex.  54  at  ^^^^|Aff.  ff  13-16). 

181 .  ^^^^|had  a  ^^^|tria1.  At  trial,  Mohammad  Blandon  testified  similarly  that 
he  was  with  ^^^^|when  police  stopped  them  and  several  others.  ^^^^|did  not  have  any 
drugs  on  him.  (Ex.  54,  at  Tr.  25).  Despite  ^^^^Btelling  his  public  defender  the  full  story  of 
Watts  planting  the  drugs  on  him,  his  attorney  made  a  strategic  decision  not  to  pursue  evidence  or 
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argument  of  Watts’  corruption  because  the  public  defender  surmised  that  the  Judge  would  never 
believe  ^^^^|over  the  officer.  (Ex.  54  at  ^^^^|Aff.  17-19). 

182.  ^^^^|was  convicted  of  drug  possession. 

Police  Version — 

1 83.  Nichols  and  Gonzalez  testified  at  the  bench  trial.  They — along  with  Leano,  Smith, 
Mohammed,  Lewis,  Jones,  and  Watts — are  listed  as  the  arresting  officers  on  police  reports,  with 
Watts  listed  as  the  “supervisor  on  scene.” 

1 84.  The  officers  describe  an  onsite  drug  arrest  where  they  simply  drove  up  to  40th  and 
Langley  and  observed  ^^^^|drop  25  bags  of  heroin  to  the  ground.  They  then  allegedly 
arrested  him  and  recovered  an  additional  25  bags  of  heroin  from  his  pants  pocket. 

vii.  No.  06  CR  14950 

(All  Supporting  Documents  Found  in  Exhibit  55) 
llegations 

1 85.  On  June  4,  2006,  disabled  17-year-old  ^^^^^^^^|was  on  his  way  to  buy 

candy  from  a  vendor  in  the  Ida  B.  Wells  housing  building.  While  there,  an  officer  working  for 
Watts — believed  to  be  Gonzalez — grabbed  him  and  said  “I  told  you  we  would  get  you 
sometime.”  This  officer,  as  well  as  Watts,  Smith,  Jones,  Mohammed,  Nichols,  and  others  had 
harassed  ^^^^|many  times  in  the  past.  (Ex.  55  at  J.  ^^^^|Aff.  1-2). 

186.  On  June  4,  2006,  this  group  of  officers,  including  Watts,  took  ^^^Hto  an 

apartment.  From  there,  the  officers  recover  drugs.  (Ex.  55  at  J.  ^^^^|Aff.  6-8). 

187.  Watts  and  Jones  then  approached  ^^^^|and  told  him  if  he  identified  whose 
drugs  they  were,  the  officers  would  let  him  go.  As  ^^^^|truth ful  1  y  denied  any  knowledge, 
Jones  hit  him  and  then  arrested  him.  While  en  route  to  the  police  station,  Gonzalez  said,  “you 
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had  a  chance  to  say  something,  but  you  didn’t.  So  now  you  gotta  go  to  jail.”  (Ex.  55  at  J.  HHI 
Aff.  U  9). 

188.  ^^^^|was  held  in  county  jail  during  his  prosecution.  Although  he  asserted  his 
innocence  to  his  public  defender,  after  she  told  him  he  could  do  prison  time  if  went  to  trial, 
H^^^led  guilty  to  probation.  (Ex.  55  at  J.  ^^^^|Aff.  ff  13-14). 

1 89.  As  a  17-year-old  kid,  ^^^|didn’t  really  know  anything  about  OPS  or  how  to 
file  a  complaint.  He  did,  however,  tell  his  mother,  Yvonne  ^^^^|what  happened  to  him.  Ms. 
^^Hhas  sworn  to  an  affidavit  corroborating  that  every  time  she  would  visit  her  son  in  county 
jail,  he  would  tell  her  that  Watts  and  his  crew  framed  him  and  that  he  was  innocent.  (Ex.  55  at  J. 
■Aff.  1 15;Y.  ^BAff.  5,  9). 

Police  Version — 

190.  Watts’  team  indicated  in  police  reports  that  they  were  simply  doing  a  “premise 
check”  of  Ida  B.  Wells  when  they  saw  ^^^^|holding  39  bags  of  heroin  in  his  right  hand.  They 
then  searched  him  and  found  1 3  more  bags  crack  cocaine  in  his  pocket. 

191 .  The  officers  listed  on  the  police  reports  include  Gonzalez,  Bolton,  Nichols,  Jones, 
and  Leano. 

viii.  No.  06  CR  965 1 0 

(All  Supporting  Documents  Found  in  Exhibit  56) 

192.  Prior  to  ^^^^^^^^^^|arrest  in  April  2006,  he  had  encountered  Watts, 
Mohammed,  Jones,  Nichols,  Gonzalez,  Leano,  Smith,  and  members  of  Watts’  team  many  times. 
They  had  falsely  arrested  him  for  trespassing,  and  in  one  instance,  they  tried  to  arrest  him  for 
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allegedly  selling  drugs  but  ^^|was  able  to  escape  them.  After  that  incident,  the  officers 
threatened  to  “get”  56  at  1-2). 

193.  H|was  also  aware  of  a  scheme  that  Watts  would  run  in  the  housing  projects. 
He  described  it  as  follows: 

[Watts  and  his  crew]  would  enter  one  of  the  wells  housing  buildings  and 
confiscate  any  drugs  they  could  find  in  the  building.  Some  of  the  officers 
would  then  go  to  the  second  floor  of  the  building  and  use  individuals  in 
the  projects  to  ‘work’  for  them.  That  is,  they  would  use  these  individuals 
to  solicit  drug  purchasers.  The  officers  on  the  second  floor  would  then  sell 
the  drugs  to  the  purchasers,  and  when  the  drug  purchasers  would  go  down 
to  the  first  floor,  another  officer  would  detain  them  and  arrest  them  for 
drug  possession.  But  the  officers  on  the  second  floor  would  keep  the 
money. 

(Ex.  56  at  HAff- 1  3). 

194.  On  April  4,  2006,  ^^|was  at  Ida  B.  Wells.  He  had  no  drugs  on  him  and  was  not 
doing  anything  illegal.  (Ex.  56  at  ^^|Aff.  ff  4-5). 

195.  Upon  hearing  that  Watts  and  his  crew  were  arriving,  and  knowing  that  Watts’ 
team  had  been  threatening  him  and  had  falsely  arrested  him  in  the  past,  ^^|ran.  (Ex.  56  at 

Mas.  m  4-5). 

196.  The  officers  caught  up  to  him,  however,  and  arrested  him  and  several  others, 

including  ^^^^^^^^|and  Ollie  Grant,  Jr.  Even  though  they  found  no  drugs  on  ^^|they 
arrested  him  for  having  drugs.  (Ex.  56  at  ^^|Aff.  6-7). 

197.  Both  ^^^|^^^^|and  Ollie  Grant,  Jr.  have  signed  affidavits  corroborating 

these  allegations.  (Ex.  56  at  ^^|Aff.  4-5;  Grant,  Jr.  Afft;  ^^^^|Aff.  ^[f  4-19). 

1 98.  After  a  month  in  county  jail,  ^^|pled  guilty  to  probation  to  get  out  of  custody. 
(Ex.  56  at  MAff.  at  f  8). 
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199.  ^^|did  not  file  a  formal  complaint  with  OPS  because  he  was  unaware  of  that 
option  to  do  so.  (Ex.  56  at  ^^|Aff.  at  f  9). 

Police  Version — 

200.  The  police  reports  list  Watts,  Mohammed,  Jones,  Smith,  Bolton,  Nichols,  and 
Gonzalez  as  the  arresting  officers,  and  Watts  as  the  supervising  approving  officer. 

201 .  Watts’  team  describe  an  onsite  drug  arrest  where  they  allegedly  witnessed  Hi 
sell  drugs  to  someone,  while  four  other  listed  co-offenders,  including  ^^^^^^^^^|were 
allegedly  assisting. 

ix.  No.  07  CR  03741 

(All  Supporting  Documents  Found  in  Exhibit  57) 

Allegations 

202.  Prior  to  January  2007,  ^^^^^^^|had  been  falsely  arrested  by  Watts  and 
officers  working  under  his  command.  Mohammed,  in  particular,  had  taken  money  from  him 
during  those  arrests.  (Ex.  57  at  Aff.  1 ). 

203.  Watts  and  his  crew,  moreover,  had  previously  ordered  ^^flto  “work”  for  them. 
Specifically,  ^^|was  forced  to  engage  in  the  scheme  described  by  Petitioner 

^^^See  supra  f  193.  (Ex.  57  at  Aff.  2-3). 

204.  Just  a  few  days  prior  to  January  7,  2007,  Watts  got  into  a  heated 

argument.  Watts  asked  to  fight  him,  and  ^^HresPonded  he  would  if  he  gave  his  badge  to 
Mohammed  and  Jones.  Watts  then  threatened  ^^^^:hat  he  would  “get  your  ass.”  (Ex.  57  at  Aff. 
14). 
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205.  On  January  7,  2007,  ^^Bwas  shooting  dice  when  a  police  car  sped  up.  Knowing 
it  was  Watts  and  his  crew,  ^^Bran  because  Watts  had  just  threatened  him  and  had  falsely 
arrested  him  previously.  (Ex.  57  at  Aff.  f  5). 

206.  The  officers,  however,  caught  up  to  him.  When  he  got  to  the  station,  he  was  told 
he  was  being  arrested  for  drugs,  even  though  he  had  no  drugs  on  him.  (Ex.  57  at  Aff.  5-6). 

207.  ^^Bwas  housed  in  county  jail  while  his  case  was  pending.  He  eventually  just 
took  a  plea  to  two  years  in  prison  because  he  knew  his  case  wouldn’t  be  resolved  in  the  next  few 
months  anyway,  and  this  would  be  the  quickest  he  could  get  out  of  prison.  (Ex.  57  at  Aff.  7). 

208.  ^^Hnever  filed  any  formal  complaints  because  he  didn’t  know  that  was  an 
available  option.  (Ex.  57  at  Aff.  f  8). 

Police  Version — 

209.  The  police  reports  list  Jones,  Smith,  Bolton,  Gonzalez,  and  Leano  as  the  arresting 
officer,  and  Watts  as  the  supervising  approving  sergeant. 

210.  Watts’  team  describes  arriving  to  the  scene  and  seeing  ^^|flee.  During  the 
chase,  they  claim  ^^|threw  14  bags  of  drugs  to  the  ground. 

x.  I  i  I  03  CR  4666 

(All  Supporting  Documents  Found  in  Exhibit  58) 
negations 

211.  On  February  5,  2003,  ^^^^|was  in  the  lobby  at  Ida  B.  Wells.  He  was  on 
crutches  because  of  a  recent  car  accident.  (Ex.  58  at  ^^^^|Aff.  f  1). 

212.  Watts,  Jones,  and  other  officers  working  for  Watts  entered  the  lobby  and  started 
chasing  people  who  started  running.  (Ex.  58  at  ^^^^|Aff.  f  2). 
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213.  One  of  the  officers  grabbed  accused  him  of  yelling  “clean  up”  to 

cause  the  others  to  run.  Watts  and  the  other  officers  then  arrested  several  people  and  took  them 
all  to  the  station.  At  the  station,  Watts  took  a  large  bag  of  cocaine  out  of  his  pocket  and  told 
H^|that  he  was  planting  it  all  on  him  because  he  yelled  “clean  up.”  (Ex.  58  at  ^^^^|Aff. 
113-5) 

214.  ^^^Bpled  guilty  at  the  recommendation  of  his  public  defender.  He  never  filed 
a  complaint  with  law  enforcement  because  he  didn’t  know  that  was  an  option.  (Ex.  58  at 

Aff.  11 7-8). 

Police  Version — 

215.  The  arrest  report  lists  Watts,  Jones,  Mohammed,  Young,  Ridgell,  and  Summers  as 
amongst  the  arresting  officers. 

216.  Watts  and  his  team  claim  that  a  “concerned  citizen”  alerted  them  that  drugs  were 
being  sold  in  the  lobby.  Watts’  team  then  formulated  some  sort  of  plan,  although  the  plan  is  not 
cogently  described  in  the  police  reports.  Ultimately,  according  to  the  police,  other  arrestees 
yelled  “clean  up”  upon  the  arrival  of  the  named  officers.  ^^^^|was  apprehended  in  possession 
of  95  bags  of  crack  cocaine. 

xi.  ^^^^^^^WCase  No.  06  CR  19188 

(All  Supporting  Documents  Found  in  Exhibit  59) 
s  Allegations 

217.  Seventeen-year-old  the  son  of  the  same 

man  who  earlier  this  year  was  certified  innocent  of  a  drug  case  from  April  24,  2006.  In  that  case, 
this  Court  has  found  that  proved  that  he  was  framed  by  Watts  and  Jones. 
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218.  Regarding  the  April  24,  2006  arrest,  initiated  a  complaint  on  June  12, 

2006  about  his  false  arrest  by  Jones  and  ^^^|The  complaint  was  assigned  CR  No.  313536. 

alleged  that  Jones,  in  particular,  beat  him  severely,  and  was  hospitalized. 

(Exs.  CCC,  TTT-VVV). 

219.  By  July  2006,  was  aware  of  his  father’s  false  arrest  and  beating  by 

Watts  and  Jones,  as  well  as  the  fact  that  had  filed  an  OPS  complaint  one  month 

earlier.  (Ex.  59  at  Aff.  *f  1,  5). 

220.  Shortly  after  filed  the  OPS  complaint,  on  July  23,  2006,  was 

hanging  outside  Ida  B.  Wells.  He  was  doing  nothing  illegal  and  did  not  have  any  drugs.  (Ex.  59 
at  Aff.  f  1). 

221 .  While  there,  someone  indicated  that  Watts  was  coming.  tried  to  leave, 

because  he  was  aware  Watts  had  just  framed  his  Dad  and  that  Watts  would  often  lock  people  up 
even  if  they  weren’t  doing  anything  illegal. 

222.  As  tried  to  leave,  Watts  grabbed  him  and  put  him  up  against  the  wall  of 

the  building.  As  protested  that  he  did  not  have  any  drugs,  Watts  said:  “Take  it  up  with 

A1  [Jones],  A1  wants  you.”  (Ex.  59  at  Aff.  f  3). 

223.  was  arrested  and  taken  to  the  station,  where  Watts  planted  heroin  on 
him.  (Ex.  59  at  Aff.  ^  4). 

224.  public  defender  advised  him  to  take  a  plea  deal.  To  get  out  of  county 
jail,  ^^^Bfr.  agreed  to  take  the  deal.  (Ex.  59  at  Aff.  6). 

Police  Version — 

225.  The  police  reports  list  Mohammed,  Jones,  and  Bolton  as  the  arresting  officers  and 
describe  an  onsite  drug  arrest. 
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226.  Watts’  team  alleges  they  witnessed  sell  heroin  and  recovered  53  bags 

from  him.  Unlike  many  other  cases  described  in  this  petition — no  other  individuals  were  arrested 
during  the  incident.  This  single  arrest  suggests  that  Watts  and  Jones  were  targeting  in 

retaliation  for  his  Dad  filing  an  OPS  complaint. 

xii.  C;boNo.  04  CR  10615 

(All  Supporting  Documents  Found  in  Exhibit  60) 

llcgations 

227.  Prior  to  April  2004,  both  ^^^^^^|and  17-year-old 

personally  witnessed  Watts  and  his  team  taking  bribes  and  payments  from  people  in  exchange 
for  avoiding  arrest.  Indeed,  Watts  and  his  team  had  shaken  down  ^^^(personally.  (Ex.  60  at 
^■Aff.  f  1,  Smith  Aff.  f  1). 

228.  On  April  3,  2004,  outside  Ida  B.  Wells  hanging  out  and 

watching  a  dice  game.  While  there,  roughly  seven  police  cars  came  “rolling  up.”  As  they  did, 
others  started  running.  ^^^^^^^^^|did  not  run.  They  were  doing  nothing  illegal  and  had  no 
drugs  or  other  contraband  on  them.  (Ex.  60  at  ^^^|Aff.  2-3,  ^^flAff.  1 2-3). 

229.  Watts  and  many  members  of  his  team,  including  Mohammed,  Jones,  Young, 
Gonzalez,  Lamonica  Lewis,  and  Ellsworth  Smith  were  amongst  the  officers  who  arrived.  Several 
of  the  officers,  including  Watts,  chased  some  of  the  men  who  ran  into  the  building.  (Ex.  60  at 

230.  Roughly  ten  minutes  later,  Watts  and  his  crew  came  back  outside.  They  detained 
^BI^^^^Hand  brought  them  back  inside  the  building.  Watts  and  his  crew  questioned  each 
of  them,  demanding  to  know  who  ran  away  and  who  was  in  the  building  selling  drugs  at  that 
time.  |^^^^^^^^|continually  told  them  they  didn’t  know.  As  to  ^^flin  specific,  Watts 
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old  boy  was  released  from  jail.  After  his  release,  his  mom, 


took  him  to  the  ITT 
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building,  met  with  OPS,  and  filed  a  complaint. 


|has  signed  an  affidavit  confirming 


the  filing  of  the  complaint.  (Ex.  60  at  Aff.  at  f  8;  Aff. ) . 

236.  The  very  next  day  after  filed  the  complaint.  Watts,  Jones,  and  Young 

approached  him  outside  of  Ida  B.  Wells.  ^^|was  alone.  Watts  had  his  service  weapon  on  his 
waist  and  another  gun  in  his  hand.  Watts  made  clear  he  was  aware  of  the  OPS  complaint  and  said 
to  the  17-year-old  “this  is  grown  man  shit.”  Watts  then  threatened  he  would  plant  the  gun 

on  if  he  didn’t  leave  it  alone.  told  his  mom  about  the  incident,  and,  shortly 

thereafter,  they  moved.  No  OPS  investigator  ever  followed  up  with  about  the  complaint. 

(Ex.  60  at  Aff.  at  f  9;  ^^^^^^^|Aff.). 

237.  For  his  part,  ^^|did  not  file  a  complaint.  Fie  had  many  bad  interactions  with 

Watts  previously  and  knew  him  to  be  vindictive.  Indeed,  in  the  years  that  followed,  HI 
became  aware  that  Watts  would  put  additional  cases  on  people — or  order  Jones  to  beat  people — 
who  filed  complaints  against  them.  (Ex.  60  at  ^^|Aff.  12). 

Police  Version — HHHH 

238.  Jones  and  Young  are  listed  as  the  arresting  officers  and  describe  an  onsite  drug 
arrest  during  a  “narcotics  investigation.” 

239.  The  officers  claim  they  observed  ^^Hholding  heroin,  and  ^^Hfled.  and 

another  man  named  ^^^^^^^^^Hwere  also  arrested.18 


18  Counsel  has  been  unable  to  obtain  the  police  reports  specifically  related  to  ^^^because  he 
was  a  juvenile  at  the  time.  There  is  a  redacted  name  in  ^^^|arrest  report  under  “others 
arrested,”  and  upon  information  and  belief,  counsel  believes  that  it  is  ^^^|name  that  is 
redacted. 
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(All  Supporting  Documents  Found  in  Exhibit  61) 
mBUm  Allegations 

240.  up  in  the  same  apartment  complex  that  Watts  lived,  and  his 

family,  including  his  grandmother  ^^^|knew  Watts  well.  (Ex.  61  at  ^^^^|Aff.  f 

1). 

241 .  By  March  2007,  ^^^^|was  aware  Watts  and  his  team  were  corrupt  police 
officers.  ^^^^Hpersonally  witnessed  Watts  plant  drugs  on  Petitioner 

^^^^|had  also  seen  ^^^^^^^H(aka  “^^^^^^|pay  Watts  $7,000.  (Ex.  61  at 

Aff.  f  2). 

242.  On  March  28,  2007,  ^^^^|had  just  been  released  from  house  arrest.  He 
planned  to  go  visit  his  grandmother  on  her  birthday.  On  his  way,  he  stopped  over  at  Ida  B.  Wells 
to  visit  some  friends.  As  he  arrived,  someone  yelled  “clean  up”  and  people  started  running, 
including  a  woman.  (Ex.  61  at  ^^^^|Aff.  TJ  4,  5,  9). 

243.  ^^^^|did  not  run.  He  had  no  drugs  on  him  and  was  not  doing  anything  illegal. 
(Ex.  61  at  ^MAff.  f  5,  9). 

244.  Shortly  after,  Watts,  Mohammed,  “Coco”  and  other  members  of  Watts’  crew 
detained  him.  Watts  and  others  repeatedly  asked  him  where  the  woman  ran.  When  ^^^^|told 
them  he  did  not  know,  Watts  hit  him  in  the  head  with  a  pistol  told  him  he  was  going  to  jail.  They 
continued  to  look  for  the  woman  while  detaining  and  threatening  ^^^^|with  jail.  As 
continued  to  tell  them  he  didn’t  know  the  woman’s  whereabouts,  the  threats  continued  and 
Mohammed,  too,  beat  ^^^^|in  the  stomach.  (Ex.  61  at  ^^^^|Aff.  %  5-7). 
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245.  After  about  an  hour,  the  officers  took  ^^^^|to  the  station.  Watts  said  to  him, 
“I  would  have  let  your  dumb  ass  go  if  you  told  me  where  she  went”  but  instead  arrested  him  for 
drugs  that  ^^^^|did  not  have.  ^^^^|tried  to  report  what  happened  to  him  to  a  Lieutenant, 
but  the  Lieutenant  ignored  him.  (Ex.  61  at  ^^^^|Aff.  f  8-9). 

246.  ^^^^Hcalled  his  girlfriend  (now  wife),  to  tell  her  what  was 

happening  to  him.  ^^^|has  signed  an  affidavit  confirming  that  ^^^^|called  her  from  the 
station  crying,  telling  her  that  a  police  officer  named  Watts  had  falsely  arrested  him  and  Watts 
had  put  a  case  on  him.  (Ex.  61  at  ^^^^|Aff.  f  10;  ^^^|Aff.  %  1-4). 

247.  ^^^^|did  not  make  bond.  At  his  very  first  court  date,  he  told  his  public 

defender  what  had  happened  to  him.  The  public  defender  explained  that  the  Judge  had  offered 
him  a  deal  of  four  years,  and  that  he  risked  much  more  if  he  did  not  take  it  and  went  to  trial. 
^^^^|took  the  deal.  (Ex.  61  at  ^^^^|Aff.  12). 

248.  ^^^^|did  not  file  a  formal  complaint  because  he  did  not  know  how  to  do  so. 
(Ex.  61  at  ^MAff.  1 13). 

Police  Version — 

249.  The  police  reports  list  Mohammed,  Lewis,  and  Nichols  as  the  arresting  officers, 
and  Watts  as  the  supervising  sergeant. 

250.  These  officers  describe  an  onsite  drug  arrest  where  they  were  allegedly 
responding  to  complaints  of  drug  sales,  were  directed  to  the  second  floor,  and  observed 
selling  heroin  and  cocaine. 
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III.  ARGUMENT 


I.  In  light  of  the  extraordinary  new  evidence  of  the  corruption  of  Sergeant  Ronald  Watts 
and  his  tactical  team,  this  Court  must  vacate  Petitioners’  convictions  pursuant  to  735 
ILCS  5/2-1401. 

a.  Legal  Standard 

A  petition  filed  pursuant  to  735  ILCS  5/2-1401  seeks  to  bring  facts  to  the  attention  of  the 
trial  court  that  would  have  precluded  entry  of  a  final  judgment  had  the  facts  been  known  at  the 
time  of  entry  of  the  judgment.  People  v.  Haynes,  192  Ill.  2d  437  (2000).  While  the  petition  must 
be  filed  in  the  same  proceeding  as  the  original  judgment,  the  petition  is  a  separate  action.  735 
ILCS  5/2- 140 1(b). 

The  burden  of  proof  for  a  2-1401  petitioner  is  a  preponderance  of  the  evidence.  Smith  v. 
Airoom,  Inc.,  1 14  Ill.  2d  209,  221  (1986).  A  fact-specific  challenge  to  a  final  judgment  requires 
petitioners  establish  (1)  the  existence  of  a  meritorious  defense  in  the  original  action;  (2)  due 
diligence  in  presenting  the  defense  or  claim  in  the  original  action;  and  (3)  due  diligence  in  filing 
the  section  2-1401  petition.  Id.  at  220-21. 

Although  section  2-1401  is  a  civil  remedy,  its  remedial  powers  also  apply  to  criminal 
matters.  People  v.  Pinkonsly,  207  Ill.  2d  555,  562  (2003).  Ordinarily,  section  2-1401  petitions 
must  be  filed  within  two  years  of  entry  of  the  final  order  in  the  original  action;  however,  time  in 
which  the  grounds  for  relief  were  fraudulently  concealed  from  the  petitioner  tolls  the  statute  of 
limitations.  735  ILCS  5/2-141(c);  Pinkonsly,  207  Ill.  2d  at  562.  Ultimately,  “jrjelief  should  be 
granted  under  section  2-1401  when  necessary  to  achieve  justice.”  People  v.  Lawton,  212  Ill.  2d 
285,  298  (2004).  It  is  a  “versatile  and  effective  means  of  pursuing  justice”  for  criminal 
defendants  where  the  Post-Conviction  Hearing  Act  is  unavailable.  Id.  at  299. 
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Applying  Lawton,  the  Illinois  Appellate  Court  has  held  that  a  section  2-1401  petition  is 
the  proper  vehicle  for  a  petitioner  to  seek  to  vacate  an  unconstitutional  conviction  if  he  has 
already  completed  his  sentence  or  the  interests  of  justice  demand  relief.  People  v.  Mathis,  357  Ill. 
App.  3d  45,  50  (1st  Dist.  2005).  In  practice  and  in  the  context  of  the  very  same  issues  raised  in 
this  petition,  Illinois  courts  have  routinely  done  so — both  at  the  request  of  the  petitioner  and  the 
State.  See  e.g.,  People  v.  06  CR  810  (Circuit  Court  of  Cook 

County)  (Ex.  ZZ);  People  v.  06  CR  810  (Circuit  Court  of  Cook  County)  (Exs. 

TTT,  UUU);  People  v.  ^^^^^HNos.  04  CR  9579,  04  CR  17677,  06  CR  13571  (Ex. 
ZZZZ);  People  v.  09  CR  14547  (Ex.  1). 

The  remedial  powers  under  section  2-1401  also  allow  the  court  to  vacate  guilty  pleas 
beyond  the  30  days  presumptively  allowed  under  Supreme  Court  Rule  604(d)  when  necessary  to 
achieve  justice.  (Exs.  ZZ,  TTT,  UUU,  ZZZZ,  1 ).  ^^^|(the 

two  in  2004)  were  all  guilty  plea  cases,  and  all  were  vacated.  In  ^^|in  particular,  the  State 
noted  in  its  pleading  that  the  court  should  grant  2-1401  relief  “by  exercising  its  equitable 
powers”  under  2-1401  and  Lawton,  212  Ill.  2d  at  298);  see  also  People  v.  Thames  et  al. 
(“Englewood  Four”),  Case  No.  95  CR  9676,  Order  of  the  Circuit  Court  of  Cook  County,  Nov. 

16,  201 1  (attached  as  Ex.  VV)  (Chief  Judge  Paul  Biebel  explained  that  Rule  604(d)  does  not 
apply  to  a  section  2-1401  petition  seeking  relief  from  a  plea  of  guilty,  noting  that  ‘“[a]  court  in  a 
criminal  case  has  inherent  power  to  reconsider  and  correct  its  own  rulings’”)  (Quoting  People  v. 
Bryant,  369  Ill.  App.  3d  54,  61  (1st  Dist.  2006),  and  People  v.  Mink,  141  Ill.  2d  163,  171 
(1990)); 19  People  v.  Barr,  95  CR  28699,  Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order,  Circuit  Court  of 

19  The  “Englewood  Four”  involved  the  exoneration  of  four  individuals,  including  one  who  pled 
guilty,  and  section  2-1401  was  utilized  to  vacate  the  convictions.  Around  the  same  time  period, 
in  a  case  known  as  the  “Dixmoor  Five,”  five  individuals  were  exonerated,  including  Robert  Veal 
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Cook  County,  June  5,  2013,  at  4-5  (attached  as  Ex.  XX)  (citing  People  v.  Pullen ,  192  Ill.  2d  36, 
39-40  (2000),  People  v.  Williams,  188  Ill.  2d  365,  370  (1999),  and  People  v.  Harris,  392  Ill. 

App.  3d  503,  509  (2d  Dist.  2009)  and  vacating  a  guilty  plea  via  a  collateral  petition  long  after  30 
days  expired  “to  correct  a  manifest  injustice  under  the  facts  involved,”  where  the  petitioner 
established  that  his  guilty  plea  was  entered  based  on  an  “objectively  reasonable” 
misapprehension  of  fact  and  was  therefore  involuntary,  unknowing,  and  void);20  People  v.  Davis, 
145  I11.2d  240,  244  (1991)  (quoting  People  v.  Morreale,  412  Ill.  528,  531—32  (1952))  (noting  that 
a  court  should  permit  the  withdrawal  of  a  guilty  plea  when  it  is  based  on  the  misrepresentations 
by  counsel,  the  State’s  Attorney,  or  someone  else  in  authority,  where  there  is  doubt  of  the  guilt  of 
the  accused,  or  where  the  accused  has  a  defense  worthy  of  consideration  by  a  jury), 
b.  Petitioners’  pleadings  are  timely 

While  a  section  2-1401  petition  normally  must  be  filed  within  two  years  of  the 
conviction,  in  a  criminal  case,  time  during  which  the  opposing  party  (or  the  police)  fraudulently 
conceal  the  claim  tolls  the  limitation  period.  See  People  v.  McLaughlin,  324  Ill.  App.  3d  909, 
918-19  (1st  Dist.  2001);  735  ILCS  5/2-1401(c). 

During  the  time  period  of  Petitioner’s  arrests  and  convictions  (2003-2008),  many,  many 
people  have  filed  complaints  with  OPS  alleging  that  Watts  and  his  team  framed  them.  See  supra 
f  91 .  What’s  more,  the  Chicago  Police  Department  was  in  the  midst  of  a  lengthy  joint 


and  Shainne  Sharp,  who  pled  guilty  and  testified  against  the  other  three ;  section  2-1401  was 
utilized  to  vacate  the  convictions  of  all  five,  including  the  two  who  pled  guilty.  See  e.g.,  Ex.  WW 
(Petition  and  Order  vacating  Robert  Veal’s  conviction  pursuant  to  735  ILCS  5/2-1401). 

Judge  William  H.  Hooks,  in  Barr,  further  noted  that  “[wjhen  appellate  and  other  judicial 
officers  have  reviewed,  ruled  and  spoken,  based  upon  obviously  changed  conditions,  such  as 
extraordinarily  relevant  and  credible  new  evidence,  which  neither  the  judiciary  nor  previous 
State’s  Attorneys  could  have  been  aware  of  decades  ago;  the  music  of  justice  has  changed  and 
accordingly  the  dance  of  justice  must  also  adjust  to  a  new  beat.”  (Ex.  XX,  at  7) 
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investigation  with  the  FBI,  see  supra  f  12-46,  and  the  Cook  County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office 
was  conducting  its  own  investigation  led  by  Assistant  State’s  Attorney  David  Navarro.  See  supra 
ff  58.  Documents  also  make  clear  that  city,  county,  and  federal  law  enforcement  were  well- 
aware  of  the  allegations  against  Watts,  Mohammed,  Jones,  and  other  members  of  this  corrupt 
crew  prior  to  Petitioners’  arrests.  (Exs.  O-P). 

All  of  this  information,  however,  was  never  provided  to  the  Petitioners  and  therefore 
fraudulently  concealed  from  them.  See  McLauglin,  324  Ill.  App.  3d  at  918-19;  735  ILCS  5/2- 
1401(c).  Any  delays  in  filing,  therefore,  are  tolled.  Petitioners  cannot  be  penalized  for  failing  to 
present  these  claims  in  the  original  action  where  the  facts  were  withheld  from  them,  especially 
where  many  of  the  Petitioners  alleged  the  misconduct  either  in  court  proceedings,  to  other  law 
enforcement  personnel,  or  to  their  attorneys. 

Moreover,  irrespective  of  timeliness,  section  2-1401  is  “versatile  and  effective  means  of 
pursuing  justice.”  Lawton,  212  Ill.  2d  at  299.  It  has  been  repeatedly  used  to  vacate  convictions — 
even  those  secured  by  guilty  plea — in  the  interests  of  justice  or  when  circumstances  change  long 
after  the  statute  of  limitations  ran.  (Exs.  UU-WW);  see  also  Davis,  145  Ill.  2d  at  244. 

Significantly,  Case  No.  05  CR  8982,  ^^^^^^|^|and 

convictions  were  vacated  through  the  State’s  own  section  2-1401  Motions.  (Exs.  NN,  ZZZZ,  1). 
There  was  no  concern  about  the  timeliness  of  the  State’s  petitions  in  any  of  these  cases.  And 
indeed,  in  ^^|and  ^^^flcases  (06  CR  810),  Judge  Toomin  stated  as  follows  during  the  plea 
hearing: 

I  don’t  see  that  it’s  a  problem  post  conviction  wise  or  if  it  was  30  days  after  the  plea  or 
whatever.  There  is  procedures  in  force  that  address  the  specific  things  should  it  develop, 
you  know.  That’s  my  impression  of  the  law. 

(Ex.  OO  at  10). 
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To  that  end,  it  is  clear  that  Judge  Toomin  envisioned  petitioners  being  able  to  vacate  their 
convictions  at  any  time  through  2-1401  if  the  evidence  corroborating  their  allegations  surfaced, 
as  it  has.  See  id.  (Judge  Toomin  noting  that  he  did  not  think  any  “judge  in  the  building”  would 


hesitate  to  vacate  the  convictions  under  those  circumstances).  And,  in  the 


cases — as  well  as 


land 


imand  ^^^^|that  is  exactly  what  occurred. 

Based  on  the  extraordinarily  powerful  evidence  of  the  corruption  of  Sergeant  Watts  and 
the  other  officers  involved  in  Petitioners’  arrests  that  has  and  continues  to  surface,  Petitioners  are 


entitled  to  the  same  benefit  and  the  same  relief  as  foreshadowed  by  Judge  Toomin  in  | 
imicases.  They  have  the  right  to  seek  relief  from  their  convictions. 


land 


c.  Petitioners  have  a  meritorious  defense  in  the  original  action  and  have  been  diligent 
in  filing  this  section  2-1401  petition. 

The  new  information  about  the  federal  guilty  pleas  of  Sergeant  Watts  and  Officer 
Mohammad — as  well  as  all  of  the  other  new  evidence  described  in  paragraphs  of  this  Motion — 
has  only  come  to  light  recently  with  the  disclosure  of  federal  investigative  documents  and  the 
public  unveiling  of  the  complaint  register  files  of  Chicago  police  officers.  The  latter  occurred  as 
a  result  of  litigation  in  Kalven  v.  City  of  Chicago ,  2014  IL  App  (1st)  121846,  which  ordered 
complaint  registers  (CRs)  be  made  public.  This  litigation  was  not  completed  until  the  after  the 
November  14,  2016  mandate  issued  in  Fraternal  Order  of  Police,  Chicago  Lodge  No.  7  v.  City  of 
Chicago,  2016  IL  App  (1st)  143884,  where  the  Appellate  Court  reversed  a  preliminary  injunction 
that  barred  the  release  of  CRs  more  than  four  years  old.  This  was  roughly  nine  months  ago  and 
there  was  no  way  to  obtain  the  CRs  prior  to  that  date.  Other  material  in  support  of  this  Petition, 
including  Watts  and  Mohammed  taking  the  Fifth  to  questions  regarding  their  pattern  of  framing 
citizens  for  crimes  they  did  not  commit,  surfaced  just  months  ago.  (Ex.  1-2).  See  also  Whirl, 
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2015  IL  App  (1st)  1 1 1483,  105-07.  It  is  therefore  clear  that  Petitioners  have  been  diligent  in 

pursuing  this  relief. 

The  evidence,  moreover,  clearly  provides  a  meritorious  defense.  It  constitutes  the  exact 
same  material  that  caused  the  State  to  voluntarily  dismiss  the  charges  in  eight  other  cases,  and 
that  caused  this  Court  to  make  factual  findings  of  innocence  for  ^^^^^|(twice), 

HHand 

Watts,  Mohammed,  and  the  other  officers  involved  in  the  eight  prior  cases  dismissed  are 
involved  in  each  of  Petitioners’  cases.  These  include  the  three  officers  (Jones,  Nichols,  and 
Gonzalez)  that  committed  perjury  when  falsely  testifying  against  ^^|in  May  2006,  as  well  as 
Jones  (again)  and  Smith,  who  committed  perjury  when  they  testified  against  ^^^JUltimately, 
all  of  the  evidence  shows  that  Watts  had  a  pattern  of  utilizing  supportive  members  of  his  corrupt 
tactical  team  to  commit  acts  of  violence  and  theft,  plant  drugs,  and  falsify  cases  and  reports. 

All  of  Petitioners’  cases  rest  on  the  word  of  officers  who  were  working  under  the 
command  of  Watts.  For  those  that  went  to  hearings  or  trials,  State’s  Attorneys  and  judges  alike 
repeatedly  claimed  that  the  issue  just  came  down  to  credibility.  Needless  to  say,  these  officers’ 
credibility  has  been  overwhelmingly  undermined  with  the  evidence  documented  in  this  petition 
that  shows  them  routinely  falsifying  evidence,  framing  innocent  people,  and  running  their  own 
drug  line.  Petitioners  obviously  have  a  defense  worthy  of  consideration  by  a  jury — in  fact,  it  was 
worthy  enough  to  lead  to  the  uncontested  exonerations  of 
their  cases.  See  Davis ,  145  Ill.  2d  at  244. 

Jurisdictions  across  the  country  have  recognized  when  there  is  powerful  evidence  of 
ongoing  and  systemic  corruption  or  error,  stakeholders  must  step  in  and  revisit  those  cases  in  the 
interest  of  justice.  See  Eric  Levenson,  Nearly  20,000  drug  convictions  dismissed  over  chemist’s 
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misconduct,  CNN,  April  18,  201 721  (dismissing  20,000  cases  tainted  by  corrupt  lab  chemists  in 
Massachusetts);  Christine  Hauser,  Dozens  of  Cases  Are  Dismissed  and  Reviewed  in  Georgia 
After  Officers  are  Fired,  NY  Times,  April  18,  2017  (dismissing  89  cases  and  reviewing  where 
two  corrupt  officers  the  principals  or  main  witnesses);  Jon  Schuppe,  Rogue  East  Cleveland  Cops 
Framed  Dozens  of  Drug  Suspects,  NBC  News,  Mar  27,  201 723  (saying  that  22  cases,  most  if  not 
all  were  guilty  pleas,  dismissed  after  three  cops  were  imprisoned  for  corruption);  Kevin  Rector, 
Tim  Prudente  and  Jessica  Anderson,  Prosecutors  say  a  third  body-camera  video  shows 
'questionable  activity'  by  police,  drop  dozens  more  cases,  Balt.  Sun,  Aug.  21,  201724  (noting  that 
43  cases  were  dismissed  after  three  different  instances  of  bodycam  footage  showing 
“questionable  activity”  of  officers);  Phil  Rogers,  Attorneys  Call  for  Mass  Exonerations  for 
Suspects  Arrested  by  Tainted  Cops,  NBC5,  July  13,  2017  (quoting  Philadelphia  public  defender 
Bradley  Bridge  stating  that  922  convictions  have  been  vacated  during  reviews  of  cases  handled 
by  seven  corrupt  police  officers);  Rochelle  Riley,  DPD  to  reopen  cases  handled  by  cops  whose 


21  http://www.cnn.com/2017/04/18/us/annie-dookhan-drug- 
tests/index.html?sr=twCNN041 81 7amiie-dookhan-drug- 

f  ests08  5  8PMV  ODtopPhoto&linkId=3 6638806 

22  https://mobile.nvtimes.com/2017/04/18/us/georgia-police-offieer-cases.html7smkHfb- 
nvtimes&smtvp=cur&referer=httn://m.facebook.com 

23  https://www.nbcnews.com/news/us-news/rogue-east-cleveland-cops-framed-dozens--drug- 
suspects-n73667f 

24  http://www.baltimoresun.com/news/marvland/crime/bs-md-ci-third-video-investigation- 
2Q170821-story.html 

25  http://www.nbcchicago.com/investigations/Attomevs-Call-For-Mass-Exonerations-For- 
Suspects-  Arrested-by-T  ainted-Cops-43 43  8 003  3  .html 


69 


lies  sent  man  to  prison  for  25  years ,  Detroit  Free  Press,  Aug.  26,  20 1726  (quoting  Detroit  Police 
Chief  Janies  Craig  on  his  decision  to  continue  collaboration  with  innocence  organizations  and  to 
reopen  past,  closed  cases  involving  two  officers  who  lied  and  caused  the  wrongful  conviction  of 
Desmond  Ricks:  “We’re  not  taking  them  lightly.  I  don’t  know  how  vast  this  thing  would  get,  but 
we  are  committed  to  finding  the  truth.  If  that  means  uncovering  criminal  acts  on  the  part  of 
current  or  past  investigations,  we  would  do  that.”).  Each  of  these  examples  are  ongoing  re¬ 
investigations,  and  all  of  the  mass  dismissals  are  from  this  calendar  year  (2017). 

In  light  of  the  foregoing,  pursuant  to  2-1401,  and  in  the  interest  of  justice,  each  of 
Petitioners’  convictions  should  be  vacated. 

II.  The  evidence  documented  within  this  petition  was  Brady  material  unconstitutionally 
withheld  from  Petitioners  and  provides  an  independent  basis  for  relief. 

A  petitioner  establishes  a  Brady  v.  Maryland  violation  by  showing  that  (1)  undisclosed 

evidence  by  the  State  is  favorable  to  the  accused  because  it  is  either  exculpatory  or  impeaching; 

(2)  the  evidence  was  suppressed  by  the  State  either  willfully  or  inadvertently;  and  (3)  the  accused 

was  prejudiced  because  the  evidence  is  material  to  guilt.  People  v.  Beaman ,  229  Ill.  2d  56,  74 

(2008).  A  Brady  error  is  never  harmless.  Id.  Where  the  Post-Conviction  Hearing  Act  is 

unavailable,  a  claim  of  a  substantial  denial  of  constitutional  rights  can  be  raised  in  a  2-1401 

petition.  Mathis,  357  Ill.  App.  3d  at  50. 

Knowledge  of  any  agents  of  the  State,  such  as  police  officers,  is  imputed  to  the  State  or 
prosecutor.  People  v.  Mitchell ,  2012  IL  App  (1st)  100907,  71-72;  Kyles  v.  Whitley,  514  U.S. 

419  (1995).  Brady  applies  to  those  who  plead  guilty.  McCann  v.  Mangialardi,  337  F.3d  782, 
787-88  (7th  Cir.  2003)  (explaining  that  “it  is  highly  likely  that  the  Supreme  Court  would  find  a 

26  http://www.freep.com/storv/news/columnists/rochelle-rilev/2017/08/26/iames-craig-detroit- 
pol  ice-cops/60 1 44900 1  / 
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violation  of  the  Due  Process  Clause  if  prosecutors  or  other  relevant  government  actors  have 
knowledge  of  a  criminal  defendant's  factual  innocence  but  fail  to  disclose  such  information  to  a 
defendant  before  he  enters  into  a  guilty  plea”);  Garcia  v.  Hudak,  156  F.  Supp.  3d  907  (N.  D.  IL 
Jan.  5,  2016)  (noting  “that  the  State  has  a  constitutional  duty  to  disclose  material  exculpatory 
evidence  to  a  criminal  defendant  before  the  defendant  pleads  guilty”);  City  of 

Chicago,  No.  12-CV-09158,  2013  WL  6009933,  at  *9  (N.D.  Ill.  Nov.  13,  2013),  on 
reconsideration  in  part,  No.  12-CV-09158,  2014  WL  3535723  (N.D.  Ill.  July  11, 2014)  (same). 

None  of  Petitioners  arrests  happened  prior  to  January  2003.  As  noted  in  the  factual 
section  above,  evidence  of  Watts’  corruption  started  to  surface  long  before  that.  To  name  just  a 
couple  of  examples,  Officer  Mickey  Spaargaren  dated  Watts’  corruption  from  as  far  back  as 
October  2000,  and  ^^^^^^^^^|statement  to  the  FBI  documents  Watts’  corruption  from  that 
same  time  period.  (Exs.  V,  X).  Formal  complaints  of  Watts  and  his  crew  framing  individuals  go 
all  the  way  back  to  1996,  and  there  are  eleven  listed  in  paragraph  91  that  happened  on  or  before 
January  2003. 

All  of  the  information  within  this  petition  is  Brady  material:  It  was  all  impeaching  to  the 
arresting  and  testifying  officers  and  withheld  from  the  Petitioners.  For  many,  the  material  was 
particularly  probative  because  they  explicitly  raised  claims  that  they  were  framed.  But  for  all  of 
them,  the  convictions  relied  on  the  word  and  credibility  of  the  arresting  officers — credibility  that 
has  now  been  destroyed  by  law  enforcement  documents  that  have  come  to  light.  Needless  to  say, 
had  the  information  been  disclosed  to  Petitioners  prior  to  their  convictions,  the  outcome  of  their 
cases  would  have  been  acquittal  or  dismissal. 
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IV.  CONCLUSION 


For  each  of  the  eight  convictions  dismissed  in  the  last  year  at  the  agreement  of  the  Cook 
County  State’s  Attorney’s  Office,  the  wrongfully  convicted  individual  had  filed  complaints 
against  Watts  and  his  crew,  or  otherwise  testified  they  were  framed.  It  appears  to  undersigned 
counsel  that  the  State’s  Attorney’s  Office  and  the  courts  were  influenced  by  this 
contemporaneous  outcry ,  so  to  speak,  in  agreeing  to  dismiss  the  convictions  years  later. 

What  is  noteworthy,  however,  is  that  in  all  eight  instances,  the  complaints  fell  on  deaf 
ears.  They  were  unsustained.  Watts  and  his  officers  were  “exonerated,”  or  the  courts  believed  the 
testimony  of  the  officers  over  the  petitioners.  Indeed,  the  attempts  to  expose  the  misconduct  were 
such  fruitless  endeavors  that,  in  some  instances,  the  complaints  were  investigated  by  some  of  the 
same  officers  who  we  now  know  were  involved  in  covering  up  the  misconduct — like  Lt. 

Spratte — or  even  Watts  himself.  See  supra  Tf  92-93. 

At  the  same,  for  those  who  did  attempt  to  expose  Watts  and  his  team’s  misconduct,  they 
risked  significant  harm  to  themselves  and  their  family.  Indeed,  as  to  ^^^^^^^|and  HH 
they  were  framed  by  Watts  and  his  crew  precisely  because  they  attempted  to  expose  Watts’ 
misconduct.  Many  of  the  Petitioners  here,  too,  were  threatened  or  framed  in  retaliation,  like  17- 
year-old  appears  to  have  been  targeted  because  his  Dad 

filed  a  complaint. 

Like  the  five  individuals  who  have  had  their  convictions  overturned,  many  of  the 
Petitioners  herein,  too,  also  “outcried”  to  public  officials  or  law  enforcement  about  Watts  and  his 
team’s  misconduct.  These  include,  at  minimum,  Petitioners 

Phillip  ^^^^^|all  of  whom  either  filed  formal  complaints,  testified  or  made  statements  in 
court,  and/or  presented  witnesses  in  support  of  the  allegation  that  they  were  framed.  Certainly, 
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their  convictions — like  those  of 


should  be  vacated  as 


|and 

well.  Many  others,  like  Petitioners  others,  told  family  members  or 

others  they  trusted. 

Limiting  relief  to  only  those  individuals  who  outcried  to  law  enforcement,  however,  is 
dangerously  flawed.  It  sets  up  a  system  that  allows  justice  to  come  only  to  those  who  took  great 
personal  risk  in  attempting  to  expose  law  enforcement  corruption  to  a  police  oversite  system  that 
was,  at  best,  not  actually  ferreting  out  the  corruption,  or,  at  worst,  covering  it  up.  Needless  to  say, 
those  in  this  community  who  lived  through  the  roughly  decade-long  reign  of  corrupt  police 
practices  in  and  around  Ida  B.  Wells  were  aware  that  the  corruption  wasn’t  stopping — and  that 
those  who  tried  to  stop  it  were  severely  retaliated  against. 

Each  of  the  petitioners’  convictions  rely  on  the  credibility  of  officers  we  now  know  to  be 
corrupt.  Each  should  have  their  convictions  dismissed. 
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WHEREFORE,  Petitioners  respectfully  requests  that  this  Court  vacate  their  convictions. 
In  the  alternative,  Petitioners  request  an  evidentiary  hearing.  WHEREFORE,  Petitioners 
respectfully  requests  that  this  Court  vacate  their  convictions.  In  the  alternative,  Petitioners 
request  an  evidentiary  hearing. 


Respectfully  Submitted, 


/  Counsel  for  Petitioners 

Joshua  Tepfer 
Sean  Starr 

THE  EXONERATION  PROJECT 
3 1 1  N.  Aberdeen  Street,  3ld  Floor 
Chicago,  IL  60607 
(312)  789-4955 
josh@exonerationproject.org 
ID:  44407 
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IN  THE  CIRCUIT  COURT  OF  COOK  COUNTY,  ILLINOIS 
COUNTY  DEPARTMENT-CRIMINAL  DIVISION 


) 

PEOPLE  OF  THE  STATE  OF  ILLINOIS,  ) 

Respondent,  ) 

) 

v,  )  CASE  NO.  04  CR 10615 

_  ) 

Defendants-Petitioners.  ) 

) _ _ 


AFFIDAVIT  OF 


I, 


eing  first  duly  sworn  and  under  penalties  of  perjury,  swear  and  state  as  follows: 


1.  By  April  2004, 1  was  well  aware  that  Sergeant  Ronald  Watts  and  the  officers  on  his  team 
were  corrupt  officers.  Prior  to  that  I  had  multiple  interactions  with  Watts  and  his  team 
where  they  stole  money  from  me  or  demanded  that  I  pay  them  or  else  they  would  arrest 
me. 

2.  On  April  3,  2004, 1  was  with  ^^^^^^|outside  of  574  E.  36th  Street.  We  were 
chatting  and  watching  a  dice  game.  Other  people  were  around,  too. 

3.  As  we  were  sitting  there,  something  like  seven  policecarscome  rolling  up.  People  started 
yelling  clean  up,  and  a  bunch  of  people  ran.  Neither  ^^flnor  I  ran.  We  weren’t  doing 
anything  illegal  and  I  had  no  drugs  on  me. 

4.  Watts,  Jones,  Young,  Gonzalez,  Mohammed,  Coco,  and  Smitty  were  amongst  the  officers 
there.  Several  of  them  chased  some  of  the  men  who  went  running  in  the  building.  ^Hi 
and  I  just  stayed  there  on  the  side  of  the  building. 

5.  Sometime  later,  Watts  and  his  crew  came  back.  They  took  me  and  ^^^|into  the 
building.  They  kept  grabbing  us  and  questioning  us  separately.  When  Watts  and  his  crew 
questioned  me,  they  kept  demanding  to  know  who  ran  away  and  who  was  in  the  building 
selling  drugs.  I  repeatedly  told  them  I  didn’t  know.  Watts  and  his  team  then  demanded 
that  I  pay  them  off.  I  refused.  I  hadn’t  done  anything  wrong.  Eventually,  they  brought  me 
back  to  die  main  lobby  where  ^^^|was. 

6.  Sometime  thereafter,  Watts  and  Jones  came  back  to  where  and  I  were.  Jones  had  a 

bag  of  drugs  in  his  hand  and  Watts  had  2  or  3  bundles  in  his  hands.  Watts  said,  “y’all 
gonna  give  me  what  I  want.  We  ain’t  gonna  be  here  too  much  longer.”  I  argued  with  him 
and  said  I  wasn’t  doing  anything. 
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7.  After  we  went  back  and  forth  for  awhile,  Wattsfinally  said,  “fuck  that.  I’m  tired  of 

playing  games  with  their  ass.  Put  that  shiton^^^H  and  him.”  is  my  nickname. 

When  Watts  said  “him,”  he  pointed  at  HRN 

8.  I  remember  they  arrested  some  other  people  at  the  time  too.  Specifically,  I  remember 
them  arresting  someone  who  came  to  the  building  looking  to  buy  drugs.  I  remember 
Jones  smacked  him  a  bunch  of  times. 

9.  Jones  drove  me  and^^^Htothestation.  About  20  minutes  later.  Watts  showed  up  with 
my  child’s  mother,  ^^^^^^^^[They  knew  we  were  together.  Watts  then  said  to  me 
that  they  were  gonna  put  the  drugs  on  ^^^^1  finally  just  said,  “put  it  on  me.”  They  let 
HIHgo  and  put  the  drugs  on  me  and^^ll 

10.  While  at  the  police  station,  Watts  also  took  the  money  I  had  on  me  and  put  it  in  his 
pocket. 

1 1. 1  went  to  jail.  I  was  unable  to  bond  out.  I  had  a  public  defender.  I  told  my  public  defender 
that  Watts  framed  me.  The  public  defender  just  told  me  that  I  wasn’t  gonna  beat  the  case 
the  way  they  wrote  it  up  and  the  judge  wouldn’t  believe  me.  He  told  me  that  the  State, 
offered  probation  and  that  was  the  best  deal  I  was  going  to  get.  So  I  just  took  the  deal. 

12. 1  had  many  bad  interactions  with  Watts  and  his  team  through  the  years.  I  never  filed  a 
complaint  because  I  knew  that  Watts  found  out  about  them.  I  remember  one  instance, 
which  was  after  April  2004,  Watts  came  into  the  projects  screaming  about  people  calling 
OPS  on  him.  I  learned  that  he  and  his  team  would  retaliate  against  people  who  filed 
complaints  or  wouldn’t  pay  him  off.  He  put  cases  on  them  or  had  Jones  beat  them. 


Under  penalties  as  provided  by  law  pursuant  to  735 ILCS  5/1-109,  the  undersigned  certifies  that 
the  facts  set  forth  in  this  instrument  are  true  and  correct,  except  as  to  matters  stated  to  be  on 
information  and  belief  and  as  to  such  matters  the  undersigned  certifies  that  he  believes  the  same 
to  be  true. 


—  — 


OFFICIAL  SEAL 
LAUREN  EVA  NAGA0 
Notary  Public  -  State  of  Illinois 
My  Commission  Expires  May  15,  2018 


IN  THE  CIRCUIT  COURT  OF  COOK  COUNTY,  ILLINOIS 
COUNTY  DEPARTMENT-CRIMINAL  DIVISION 


) 

PEOPLE  OF  THE  STATE  OF  ILLINOIS,  ) 

Respondent,  ) 

) 

v.  )  CASE  NO.  04  CR 10615 

_  ) 

Defendants-Petitioners.  ) 

_ ) _  _ 


AFFIDAVIT  OF 


I,  first  duly  sworn  and  under  penalties  of  peijury,  swear  and  state  as 

follows: 

1 .  In  April  2004, 1  was  1 7  years  old.  At  that  time.  Sergeant  Ronald  Watts,  Officer  Alvin 
Jones,  Officer  Kenneth  Young,  and  other  officers  working  under  the  command  of  Watts 
were  well  known  to  me.  I  had  personally  seen  Watts  take  bribes  and  payments  from 
people  in  exchange  for  avoiding  arrest. 

2.  On  April  3, 2004, 1  was  with  ^^^^^^^mtside  of  574  E,  36th  Street.  We  were  chatting 
and  watching  a  dice  game.  Other  people  were  around,  too.  ^^H*s  the  boyfriend  of  my 
Aunt,  HHI  HU 

3.  As  we  were  sitting  there,  something  like  seven  police  cars  come  rolling  up.  At  least  three 
people  who  were  standing  there  started  running.  Neither  ^^H001*  I ran. 

4.  Watts,  Jones,  Young,  and  others  chased  the  three  men  into  the  building.  I  just 

stayed  there. 

5.  Ten  minutes  later.  Watts  and  his  crew  came  back.  They  detained  me  and  ^^Hand  took 
us  inside  the  building.  Jones  had  a  bag  of  drugs  in  his  hand.  While  inside.  Watts,  Jones, 
Young,  Gonzalez,  and  others  continually  asked  where  the  other  guys  ran  to.  ^^Hand  I 
kept  telling  them  we  had  no  idea. 

6.  After  about  twenty  minutes  of  back  and  forth  with  these  officers,  Watts  finally  said,  “fuck 

that.  I’m  tired  of  playing  games  with  their  ass.  Put  that  shit  on  and  him.” 

is  ^^^^^lickname.  When  Watts  said  “him,”  he  pointed  at  me. 

7.  Jones  drove  me  and  ^^H*0  die  station.  After  about  30  minutes  there,  Watts  came  in  and 
said,  “you  all  should  have  just  told  us  where  they  at.”  We  protested,  but  they  just 


log#  Icfrll1^ 
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continued  to  do  their  paperwork.  While  there.  Watts  also  took  the  $250 1  had  on  me  and 
simply  put  it  in  his  pocket. 

8.  I  went  to  jail  for  about  two  days.  When  1  got  out,  my  mom— ok  me  to 
the  1IT  building  near  35th  and  State.  We  met  with  OPS  and  filed  a  complaint.  I  told  a  man 
from  OPS  exactly  what  happened  and  what  is  written  in  this  affidavit  while  my  mom  was 
there.  The  man  gave  me  a  piece  of  paper  (which  I  no  longer  have)  and  said  we  will  be  in 
touch. 

9.  The  very  next  day,  I  was  at  my  Grandma’s  house  at  I  was  outside  in  the 

parking  lot  by  myself  and  Watts,  Jones,  and  Young  came  up  to  me.  Watts  had  his  service 
weapon  on  his  waist  and  another  gun  in  his  hand.  He  said  to  me,  “this  is  grown  man  shit.” 
He  then  said  something  to  suggest  that  he  knew  I  filed  a  complaint.  He  then  threatened 
that  he  would  plant  the  gun  on  me  if  I  didn’t  leave  it  alone. 

10. 1  told  my  Mom  about  this  incident.  She  decided  we  needed  to  move  because  of  it.  A  few 
months  later,  we  moved.  No  OPS  investigator  ever  called  or  came  to  talk  to  me  again 
about  this. 

1 1. 1  was  assigned  a  public  defender.  He  told  me  the  State  offered  probation.  I  told  him  what 
happened  to  me  and  he  told  me  that  I  wasn’t  going  to  get  a  better  deal  than  probation  and 
if  I  wanted  this  over  I  should  just  take  it.  I  took  the  deal. 


Under  penalties  as  provided  by  law  pursuant  to  735  ILCS  5/1-109,  the  undersigned  certifies  that 
the  facts  set  forth  in  this  instrument  are  true  and  correct,  except  as  to  matters  stated  to  be  on 
information  and  belief  and  as  to  such  matters  the  undersigned  certifies  that  he  believes  the  same 
to  be  true. 


OFFICIAL  SEAL 
LAUREN  EVA  NA6A0 
Notary  Public  ■  State  ol  Illinois 
My  Commission  Expires  May  15,  2018 


s  mm  w 


IN  THE  CIRCUIT  COURT  OF  COOK  COUNTY,  ILLINOIS 


Page  001 


PEOPLE  OF  THE  STATE  OF  ILLINOIS 

VS  NUMBER  04CR1Q61501 


CERTIFIED  STATEMENT  OF  CONVICTION  /  DISPOSITION 

I,  DOROTHY  BROWN,  Clerk  of  the  Circuit  Court  of  Cook  County,  Illinois, 
and  keeper  of  the  records  and  seal  thereof  do  hereby  certify  that  the 
electronic  records  of  the  Circuit  Court  of  Cook  County  show  that : 

The  States  Attorney  of  Cook  County  filed  an  INDICTMENT/ INFORMATION 
with  the  Clerk  of  the  Circuit  Court. 

Charging  the  above  named  defendant  with: 

720-570/407 (b) (1)  F  X 

720-570/407 (b) (1)  F  X 

720-570/407  (b)  (2)  FI 

720-570/407 (b) (2)  FI 

720-570/401 (c) (1)  F  1 

A  720-570/402 (c)  4 

The  following  disposition (s)  was/were  rendered  before  the  Honorable  Judge (s) 


MFG/DEL  HEROIN/ SCH/ PUB  HS/PK 
MFG/DEL  HEROIN/ SCH/ PUB  HS/PK 
AMT  NARC  SCHED  I/II/SCH/HS/PK 
AMT  NARC  SCHED  I/II/SCH/HS/PK 
MFG/DEL  1-14  GR  HEROIN/ ANALOG 
POSS  AMT  CON  SUB  EXCEPT (A) / (D) 


04/29/04  IND/INFO-CLK  OFFICE-PRES  JUDGE 
04CR1061501  ID#  CR100301515 

05/14/04  CASE  ASSIGNED 
BIEBEL,  PAUL  JR. 

05/14/04  DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

05/14/04  PUBLIC  DEFENDER  APPOINTED 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

05/14/04  DEFENDANT  ARRAIGNED 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

05/14/04  PLEA  OF  NOT  GUILTY 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

05/14/04  MOTION  FOR  DISCOVERY 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

05/14/04  DISCOVERY  ANSWER  FILED 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

05/14/04  CHARGE  AMENDED 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

05/14/04  PLEA  OF  GUILTY 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

05/14/04  JURY  WAIVED 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

05/14/04  FINDING  OF  GUILTY 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 


05/14/04  1701 
05/14/04  1733 
00/00/00 
00/00/00 
00/00/00 
00/00/00 
00/00/00  F 
00/00/00 
C006  00/00/00 
C006  00/00/00 
00/00/00 
C006  00/00/00 


1 

1 
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IN  THE  CIRCUIT  COURT  OF  COOK  COUNTY,  ILLINOIS 


Page  002 


PEOPLE  OF  THE  STATE  OF  ILLINOIS 

VS  NUMBER  04CR1061501 


CERTIFIED  STATEMENT  OF  CONVICTION  /  DISPOSITION 

I,  DOROTHY  BROWN,  Clerk  of  the  Circuit  Court  of  Cook  County,  Illinois, 
and  keeper  of  the  records  and  seal  thereof  do  hereby  certify  that  the 
electronic  records  of  the  Circuit  Court  of  Cook  County  show  that: 

The  States  Attorney  of  Cook  County  filed  an  INDICTMENT/ INFORMATION 


05/14/04  NOLLE  PROSEQUI 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

05/14/04  NOLLE  PROSEQUI 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

05/14/04  NOLLE  PROSEQUI 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

05/14/04  NOLLE  PROSEQUI 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

05/14/04  NOLLE  PROSEQUI 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

05/14/04  PROB  AND  OTHER  DISC  CONDS 

2  YRS 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

05/14/04  FINES  COSTS  FEES  PER  DRFT  ORD 
REMAINING  BALANCE  OF  $999.00 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

05/14/04  CREDIT  FOR  TIME  SERVED 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

05/14/04  CHANGE  PRIORITY  STATUS 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

05/14/04  DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY 
KAZMIERSKI,  JOSEPH  G.  JR. 

06/22/04  PET  VIOL  OF  PROBATION  FILED 

06/22/04  HEARING  DATE  ASSIGNED 

07/07/04  DEFENDANT  NOT  IN  COURT 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

07/07/04  PET  VIOL  OF  PROBATION  FILED 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

07/07/04  NO  BAIL 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

07/07/04  WARR  ORD,  WARR  ISSUED 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

07/07/04  WARRANT  SENT  TO  POLICE  AGENCY 

07/08/04  WARR  AUDITED  -  ELEC  DOCK 

07/08/04  WARR  AUDITED  -  COURT  FILE 

09/03/04  DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 


C001  00/00/00 
C002  00/00/00 
C003  00/00/00 
C004  00/00/00 
C0Q5  00/00/00 
C0Q6  00/00/00 

$  1204 

00/00/00  $  205 

M  00/00/00 

00/00/00 

00/00/00 
07/07/04  1733 
00/00/00 

00/00/00 

00/00/00 

00/00/00 

00/00/00 

00/00/00 


IN  THE  CIRCUIT  COURT  OF  COOK  COUNTY,  ILLINOIS 


Page  003 


PEOPLE  OF  THE  STATE  OF  ILLINOIS 

VS  NUMBER  04CR1061501 


CERTIFIED  STATEMENT  OF  CONVICTION  /  DISPOSITION 

I,  DOROTHY  BROWN,  Clerk  of  the  Circuit  Court  of  Cook  County,  Illinois, 
and  keeper  of  the  records  and  seal  thereof  do  hereby  certify  that  the 
electronic  records  of  the  Circuit  Court  of  Cook  County  show  that: 

The  States  Attorney  of  Cook  County  filed  an  INDICTMENT/ INFORMATION 
09/03/04  WARR  RETURNED,  EXECUTED , FILED  00/00/00 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

09/03/04  PLEA  OF  GUILTY  C001  00/00/00 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

09/03/04  JURY  WAIVED  00/00/00 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

09/03/04  FINDING  OF  GUILTY  C001  00/00/00 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

09/03/04  DEF  SENTENCED  ILLINOIS  DOC  C001  00/00/00 

1  YRS 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

09/03/04  CREDIT  DEFENDANT  FOR  TIME  SERV  00/00/00 

46  DYS 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

09/03/04  RECALL/EXEC  SENT  TO  POLICE  AGY  00/00/00 

09/03/04  CHANGE  PRIORITY  STATUS  M  00/00/00 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

01/10/05  PET  VIOL  OF  PROBATION  FILED  00/00/00 

01/10/05  HEARING  DATE  ASSIGNED  01/26/05  1733 

01/26/05  PROB  TERM  UNSATIFACTOR  00/00/00 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

02/17/05  SPECIAL  ORDER  00/00/00 

CONTINUED  HEARING 

02/17/05  HEARING  DATE  ASSIGNED  03/02/05  1733 

03/02/05  SPECIAL  ORDER  00/00/00 

ON  CALL  IN  ERROR 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

07/09/05  WARR  RETURNED,  EXECUTED , FILED  00/00/00 

COGHLAN,  MATTHEW  E. 

07/09/05  BOND  TO  STAND  00/00/00 

COGHLAN,  MATTHEW  E. 

07/09/05  MOTION  STATE  -  CONTINUANCE  -MS  07/11/05  1733 

COGHLAN,  MATTHEW  E. 

I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  has 
been  entered  of  record  on  the  above 
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CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 

ARREST  REPORT 


Page  1  of  2 


Tracking  No: 

015779216 

CB  No:  015779216 

Status: 

Arrest  Date: 

IDENT.  CLEARED 

18:05  03-APR-2004 

Holding/acility:  DISTRICT  002  MALE  LOCKUP 

IR  No.- 

1245154 

Name: 

■ 

Nickname: 

Alias: 

SSN: 

DLN/ID  No: 

State: 

Scars/Marks: 

Photograph?  N 

Date  of  Birth:  I  Sex:  MALE 

Age:  23  I  Race:  BLACK 

Place  of  Birth:  ILLINOIS  Height:  506 

Dependent  Children ?  N  ||  Weight:  137  _ 

Location  Code:  122  CHA  HALLWAY/STAIRWELL/ELEVATOR 

Address 


Eye  Color:  BROWN 
Hair  Color:  BLACK 
HairStyle:  SHORT 

Complexion :  DARK 


Occupation: 

Organization: 

Gang: 

Resisted  Arrest? 


Arrest  { 

Residence  | 

Arrest  Charges 
Statute 


574  E  36TH  ST,  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

CHICAGO,  IL  60636 


Description 


C  T  Inchoate  Code 


1  720  ILCS  570.0/402-C 

Court  {  h a rges/D Epos  t  lions 

001  720-570  2(C) 


PCS  -  POSSESSION  -  LESS  THAN  15  GRMS  -  4  F 

HEROIN 


POSS  AMT  CON  SUB  EXCEPT  (A)/(D 


Amended? 

N 


Disposition:  PLEA/GUILTY  -  FINDING  OF  GUILTY 

Sentence :  PROBATION/SPECIAL  CONDITIONS  2  YEARS 


001  720-570/407(b)(l) 


MFG/DEL  HEROIN/SCH/PUB  HS/PK 


14-M  AY-04 


Disposition:  ARREST  WARRANT  -  RECALLED  AND  QUASHED 

Sentence: 

Disposition:  NOLLE  PROSEQUI 

Sentence: 


002  720-570/407(b)(l) 


MFG/DEL  HEROIN/SCH/PUB  HS/PK 


Disposition:  NOLLE  PROSEQUI 

Sentence: 

003  7 2 0-570/407 (b)(2) 


AMT  NARC  SCHED  I/II/SCH/HS/PK 


Disposition.  NOLLE  PROSEQUI 
Sentence: 

004  720-570/407(b)(2) 


AMT  NARC  SCHED  I/II/SCH/HS/PK 


Disposition .  NOLLE  PROSEQUI 

Sentence: 


005  720-570/40 1(c)(1) 


MFG/DEL  1-14  GR  HEROIN/ANALOG 


Disposition:  NOLLE  PROSEQUI 

Sentence: 

006  720-570/402(c) 


POSS  AMT  CON  SUB  EXCEPT(A)/(D) 


Disposition.  NOLLE  PROSEQUI 

Sentence:  _ 

C PD  Charges /D ispos i tions 


LOG# 


04-JAN-2018  09:30 


Tununr 


Requested  by  : 


ARRR203 


CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 

ARREST  REPORT 


Page  2  of  2 


CPD-1 1 .420C  (REV.  4/97) 


Tracking  No:  015779216 


CBNo:  015779216 


Name: 


\  Associated  Cases  RD  No 


HK279970 

Employee  Role 

Star  No 

Emp  No 

Unit/Agency 

Name 

Furlough  Day  Off  Court  Key  Beat 

Date 

1ST  ARRESTING  OFFICER 

19462 

002 

JONES,  A 

000 

10  H 

4512 

18:10  03-APR-2004 

2ND  ARRESTING  OFFICER 

17931 

715 

YOUNG  JR,  K 

000 

8  F 

4512 

18:11  03-APR-2004 

SEARCHED  BY 

9182 

002 

DUMAS,  P  D 

000 

3  A 

18:11  03-APR-2004 

LOCKUP  KEEPER 

9182 

002 

DUMAS,  P  D 

000 

3  A 

18:11  03-A  PR-2004 

BOOKING  OFFICER 

002 

DAVIS,  T  T 

000 

6 

18:11  03 -A  PR-2004 

FINGERPRINTED  BY 

002 

LANG,  S 

000 

1 

20:19  03-APR-2004 

FOID  Requested ?  N 

Print  Check  Waived?  N 

Desired  Court  Date: 

FOID  No: 

Time  Printed: 

20:05  03-APR-2004 

Desired  Branch  -  Call: 

Property  Receipt  No: 

Time  Photographed:  18:49  03-APR-2004 

Court  Sgt.  to  Handle 

N 

Phone  Number  Called: 

Time  Fed : 

Bond  Date: 

Time  Called: 

Cell  No: 

Bond  Receipt  No: 

Narrative: 

I  do  solemnly,  sincerely,  and  truly  declare  and  aflrm  that  the  facts  stated  herein  are  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge . 
Signature  of  Firs  t  A  r  res  ting  /  Appearing  Officer  /  Invest  iga  to  r:  _ _ 


04-J AN-201 8  09:30 


Requested  by: 


ARRR203 

CPD-1 1.420C  (REV  4/97) 


CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 

ARREST  REPORT 


Page  1  of  1 


Tracking  No: 

015779223 

CBNo:  015779223 

Status: 

Arrest  Date: 

IDENT.  CLEARED 

18:10  03-APR-2004  Holding  Facility:  DISTRICT  002  MALE  LOCKUP 

IRNo: 

1032445 

Name:  HHHHIHH 

Nickname: 

Alias: 

SSN: 

DLN/ID  No: 

■ 

State: 

Scars/Marks: 

Photograph?  N 

Date  of  Birth:  ^^^1960  Sex:  MALE 

Age:  43  Race:  BLACK 

Place  of  Birth:  ILLINOIS  I  Height:  508 

Dependent  Children?  N  _ |  Weight:  160 

Location  Code:  122  CHA  HALLWAY/STAIRWELL/ELEVATOR 
Address 


Arrest  574  E  36TH  ST,  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 
Residence  IL  60644 

Arrest  Charges 

Statute  Description 


Eye  Color:  BROWN 
Hair  Color:  BLACK 
HairStyle:  SHORT 

Complexion:  DARK 


Occupation: 

Organization: 

Gang: 

1  Resisted  Arrest? 


1  720  ILCS  5 70.0/4 02-C  1 

Court  Charges/Dispositions 

001  720-570/402(c) 


Description 

PCS  -  POSSESSION  -  LESS  THAN  15  GRMS  - 
HEROIN 


C  T  Inchoate  Code 

4  F 


DV  Victim 


Amended? 

N 


POSS  AMT  CON  SUB  EXCEPT(A)/(D) 


Disposition:  SENTENCED/ILLINOIS  DEPARTMENT  OF  CORRECTIONS 

Sentence:  DOC  001  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS  _ _ 

CPD  Charges/ Dispositions 


23-JUN-04 


Associated  Cases  RD  No 

HK279970 


Employee  Role 

Star  No 

EmpNo 

Unit/Agency 

Name 

Furlough  Day  Off  Court  Key  Beat 

Date 

1ST  ARRESTING  OFFICER 

19462 

002 

JONES,  A 

000 

10  H 

4512 

18:15  03-APR-2004 

2ND  ARRESTING  OFFICER 

17931 

715 

YOUNG  JR,  K 

000 

8  F 

4512 

18:15  03-APR-2004 

SEARCHED  BY 

9182 

002 

DUMAS,  P  D 

000 

3  A 

18:16  03-A PR-20 04 

LOCKUP  KEEPER 

9182 

002 

DUMAS,  P  D 

000 

3  A 

18:16  03-APR-2004 

BOOKING  OFFICER 

002 

DAVIS,  T  T 

000 

6 

18:16  03-APR-2004 

FINGERPRINTED  BY 

002 

LANG,  S 

000 

1 

20:25  03-APR-2004 

FOID  Requested?  N 

Print  Check  Waived?  N 

Desired  Court  Date: 

FOID  No.- 

Time  Printed: 

20:10  03-APR-2004 

Desired  Branch  -  Call: 

Property  Receipt  No.- 

Time  Photographed:  18:51  03-APR-2004 

Court  Sgt.  to  Handle? 

N 

Phone  Number  Called: 

Time  Fed: 

Bond  Date: 

Time  Called: 

Cell  No: 

Bond  Receipt  No: 

Narrative: 

I  do  solemnly ,  sincerely ,  and  truly  declare  and  afirm  that  the  facts  stated  herein  are  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge. 
Signature  of  First  Arresting  /Appearing  Officer  /  Investigator:  _  _ 


LOG#  / 6 
Attachment 


20-DEC-2017  15:25 


Requested  by: 


ARRR203 

CPD-1 1  420C  fREV  4/97) 


CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 

ARREST  REPORT 


Page  1  of  1 


Tracking  No: 

IRNo: 

Nickname: 


015779212 

499710 


CB  No:  015779212 
Name: 


Stains:  IDENT.  CLEARED 

Arrest  Date:  17:55  03-APR-2004  Holding  Ftiafity:  DISTRICT  002  MALE  LOCKUP 


Date  of  Birth:  ^^^|-1959 

Sex:  MALE 

Eye  Color:  BROWN 

Occupation: 

Age:  44 

Race:  BLACK 

Hair  Color:  BLACK 

Organization: 

Place  of  Birth:  ILLINOIS 

Height:  509 

Hairstyle:  SHORT 

Gang: 

Dependent  Children?  N 

i 

Weight:  150 

Complexion:  DARK 

Resisted  Arrest?  N 

Location  Code:  122 
Address 


CHA  HALLWAY/STAIRWELL/ELEVATOR 


Phone  No 


Arrest  574  E  36TH  ST,  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Residence  ^ CHICAGO,  IL  60649 


Arrest  Charges 

Statute 

Description 

C  T  Inchoate  Code 

DV  Victim 

Amended? 

1  10-8-515 

SOLICITING  UNLAWFUL  BUSINESS 

L 

N 

Court  Charges/Dispositions 

CPD  Charges/Dispositions 

\  Associated  Cases  RD  No 

\  HK279970 

Employee  Role 

Star  No  Emp  No  Unit/Agency 

Name  Furlough 

Day  Off  Court  Key 

'  Beat  Date 

1ST  ARRESTING  OFFICER 
2ND  ARRESTING  OFFICER 
SEARCHED  BY 
LOCKUP  KEEPER 
BOOKING  OFFICER 
FINGERPRINTED  BY  _ 

FOID  Requested?  N 

FOID  No.- 

Property  Receipt  No: 

Phone  Number  Called: 

Time  Called: 


|002  JONES,  A 

|715  YOUNG  JR,  K 

|002  DUMAS,  P  D 

|002  DUMAS,  P  D 

|002  DAVIS,  T  T 

|002  _  LANG,  S 

Print  Check  Waived?  N 
Time  Printed:  18:58  03-APR-2004 

Time  Photographed:  18:47  03-APR-2004 
Time  Fed: 

Cell  No: 


18:03  03-APR-2004 
18:03  03-APR-2004 
18:04  03-APR-2004 
18:04  03-APR-2004 
18:04  03-APR-2004 
19:21  03 -APR-2004 


Desired  Court  Date: 
Desired  Branch  -  Call: 
Court  Sgt.  to  Handle? 
Bond  Date: 

Bond  Receipt  No: 


I  do  solemnly ,  sincerely,  and  truly  declare  and  afirm  that  the  facts  stated  herein  are  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge. 
Signature  of  First  Arresting  /Appearing  Officer  /  Investigator: _ _ 


LOG# 

Attachment  |  () 


20-DEC-2017  15:46 


Requested  by: 


ARRR203 

CPD-11.420C  (REV.  4/97) 


CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 

ARREST  REPORT 


Page  1  of  1 


IDENT.  CLEARED 


Tracking  No:  015779210  CB  No:  015779210 _ 

IR  No:  980503  Name: 

Nickname:  Alias: 

DLN/ID  No:  State: _  _ 

Dale  of  Birth:  Sex:  MALE 

Age:  29  Race:  BLACK 

Place  of  Birth:  ILLINOIS  Height:  601 

Dependent  Children?  N  _ f  Weight;  170 

Location  Code:  122  CHA  HALLWAY/STAIRWELL/ELEVATOR 
Address 

Arrest  574  E  36TH  ST,  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Residence  _JJ|^^^  CHICAGO!  IL  60649  _ 

Arrest  Charges 

Statute  Description 


Arrest  Date:  17:50  03-APR-2004  Holding  Facility:  DISTRICT  002  MALE  LOCKUP 


State: 

Scars/Marks: 

Photograph?  N 

Sex:  MALE 

Eye  Color:  BROWN 

Occupation: 

Race:  BLACK 

Hair  Color:  BLACK 

Organization: 

Height:  601 

HairSlyle:  SHORT 

Gang: 

Weight:  170 

Complexion:  LIGHT 

Resisted  Arrest?  N 

Phone  No 


1  10-8-515 

Court  C  h:i  rg  es/D  i s/x>s  h  tot  ts 
CPD  Charges/Dispositions 


Description 

SOLICITING  UNLAWFUL  BUSINESS 


C  T  Inchoate  Code 

L 


DV  Victim 


Amended? 

N 


I  Associated  Cases  RD  No 

|  HK279970 

Employee  Role 

Star  No 

EmpNo 

Unit/Agency 

Name 

Furlough  Day  Off  Court  Key  Beat 

Date 

1ST  ARRESTING  OFFICER 

19462 

002 

JONES,  A 

000 

10  H  4512 

17:59  03-APR-2004 

2ND  ARRESTING  OFFICER 

17931 

■ 

715 

YOUNG  JR,  K 

000 

8  F  4512 

17:59  03-APR-2004 

SEARCHED  BY 

9182 

■ 

002 

DUMAS,  P  D 

000 

3  A 

18:00  03-APR-2004 

LOCKUP  KEEPER 

9182 

■ 

002 

DUMAS,  P  D 

000 

3  A 

18:00  03-APR-2004 

BOOKING  OFFICER 

■ 

002 

DAVIS,  T  T 

000 

6 

18:00  03- APR-20 04 

FINGERPRINTED  BY 

002 

LANG,  S 

000 

1 

19:23  03-APR-2004 

FOID  Requested?  N 

Print  Check  Waived?  N 

Desired  Court  Date: 

FOID  No.- 

Time  Printed: 

19:01  03-APR-2004 

Desired  Branch  -  Call: 

Property  Receipt  No: 

Time  Photographed:  18:46  03-APR-2004 

Court  Sgt.  to  Handle?  N 

Phone  Number  Called: 

Time  Fed: 

Bond  Date: 

Time  Called: 

Cell  No: 

Bond  Receipt  No: 

Narrative: 

I  do  solemnly,  sincerely ,  and  truly  declare  and  afirm  that  the  facts  stated  herein  are  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge. 
Signature  of  First  A  rresting  /  Appearing  Officer  /  Investigator:  _  _ 


LOG#  lofr 
Attachment  I 


20-DEC-2017  16:00 


Requested  by: 


ARRR203 

CPD-1 1  42QC  (REV  4/97) 


CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 

ARREST  REPORT 


Page  1  of  1 


Tracking  Noj_ 
IR  No: 
Nickname: 
DLN/IDNo: 


015779209 

831676 


CB  No:  015779209 

Name:  HUH)  1 
Alias: 

State: 


Status: 
Arrest  Date: 


Scars/Marks: 


IDENT.  CLEARED 

17:50  03-APR-2004  Holding  Facility:  DISTRICT  002  MALE  LOCKUP 

SSN: 

_ _  _ Photograph?  N 


Date  of  Birth: 

^^■-1966 

Sex: 

MALE 

Eye  Color: 

BROWN 

Occupation: 

Age: 

37 

Race: 

BLACK 

Hair  Color: 

BLACK 

Organization: 

Place  of  Birth: 

ILLINOIS 

Height:  506 

Hair  Style: 

SHORT 

Gang : 

\  Dependent  Children?  N 

Weight :  131 

Complexion: 

LIGHT 

Resisted  Arrest? 

Location  Code:  122 
Address 


CHA  HALLWAY/STAIRWELL/ELEVATOR 


Phone  No 


Arrest  5 

Residence  | 

Arrest  Charges 
Statute 


574  E  36TH  ST,  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

CHICAGO,  IL  60615 


1  720  ILCS  570.0/402-C 

Court  Charges/Dispositions 
CPD  Charges/Dispositions 


,  Employee  Role 

1ST  ARRESTING  OFFICER 
2ND  ARRESTING  OFFICER 
SEARCHED  BY 
LOCKUP  KEEPER 
BOOKING  OFFICER 
FINGERPRINTED  BY 

FOID  Requested?  N 

FOJD  No.- 

Property  Receipt  No: 

Phone  Number  Called: 

Time  Called: 


Description 

PCS  -  POSSESSION  -  LESS  THAN  15  GRMS  - 
HEROIN 


T  Inchoate  Code 

F  ATTEMPT 


DV  Victim 


Amended? 

N 


Associated  Cases  RD  No 

HK279970 


Star  No  Emp  No  Unit/Agency 


Furlough  Day  Off  Court  Key  Beat 


|002  JONES,  A 

|715  YOUNG  JR,  K 

|002  DUMAS,  P  D 

|002  DUMAS,  P  D 

|002  DAVIS,  T  T 

[002 _  LANG,  S 

Print  Check  Waived?  N 
Time  Printed:  19:57  03-APR-2004 

Time  Photographed:  18:45  03-APR-2004 
Time  Fed: 

Cell  No: 


17:55  03-APR-2004 
17:56  03-APR-2004 
17:56  03- APR-20 04 
17:56  03-APR-2004 
17:56  03-APR-2004 
20:45  03-APR-2004 


Desired  Court  Date: 
Desired  Branch  -  Call: 
Court  Sgt.  to  Handle? 
Bond  Date: 

Bond  Receipt  No: 


/  do  solemnly,  sincerely,  and  truly  declare  and  qflrm  that  the  facts  stated  herein  are  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge. 
Signature  of  First  Arresting  / Appearing  Officer  /  Investigator: _ 


LOG# _ L 

Attachment 


20-DEC-2017  16:02 


Requested  by: 


ARRR203 

CPD-1 1  420C  (REV  4/97) 


CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 

ARREST  REPORT 


Page  1  of  1 


|  Tracking  No: 

JR  No.- 
Nickname: 


015779214 

639455 


CB  No: 
Name: 
Alias: 


015779214 


Status:  1DENT.  CLEARED 

Arrest  Date:  18:00  03-APR-2004  Holding  Facility:  DISTRICT  002  MALE  LOCKUP 

SSN: 

Photograph? 


Date  of  Birth:  HMH 

■1959 

Sex: 

MALE 

Eye  Color: 

BROWN 

■  Occupation: 

Age:  44 

Race: 

BLACK 

Hair  Color: 

BLACK 

Organization: 

1  Place  of  Birth:  ILLINOIS 

Height: 

507 

Hair  Style: 

SHORT 

Gang: 

I  Dependent  Children? 

N 

Weight: 

175 

Complexion: 

LIGHT 

'  Resisted  Arrest? 

Location  Code:  122 
Address 


CHA  HALLWAY/STAIRWELL/ELEVATOR 


Phone  No 


Arrest  574  E  36TH  ST,  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 
Residence  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Arrest  Charges 

Statute  Description 


Beat 

0212 

02123 


1  720  ILCS  570.0/402-C 

C  our?  Charges/ Dixpositions 
CPD  C ha?  ges/Dtsposltio n j 


PCS  -  POSSESSION  -  LESS  THAN  15  GRMS  - 
HEROIN 


C  T  Inchoate  Code 

4  F  ATTEMPT 


DV  Victim 


Amended? 

N 


Associated  Cases  RD  No 

HK279970 


Employee  Role 

Star  No 

EmpNo 

Unit/Agency 

Name 

Furlough  Day  Off  Court  Key  Beat 

Date 

1ST  ARRESTING  OFFICER 

19462 

002 

JONES,  A 

000 

10  H  4512 

18:07  03-APR-2004 

2ND  ARRESTING  OFFICER 

17931 

715 

YOUNG  JR,  K 

000 

8  F  4512 

18:07  03-APR-2004 

SEARCHED  BY 

9182 

002 

DUMAS,  P  D 

000 

3  A 

18:07  03-APR-2004 

LOCKUP  KEEPER 

9182 

002 

DUMAS,  P  D 

000 

3  A 

18:07  03-APR-2004 

BOOKING  OFFICER 

002 

DAVIS,  T  T 

000 

6 

18:07  03-APR-2004  j 

FINGERPRINTED  BY 

002 

LANG,  S _ 

000 

1 

19:25  03-APR-2004 

FOJD  Requested?  N 

Print  Check  Waived?  N 

Desired  Court  Date: 

FOJD  No.- 

Time  Printed: 

19:04  03-APR-2004 

Desired  Branch  -  Call: 

i 

Property  Receipt  No: 

Time  Photographed:  18:48  03- APR-2004 

Court  Sgt.  to  Handle?  N 

Phone  Number  Called: 

Time  Fed: 

Bond  Date: 

Time  Called: 

Cell  No: 

Bond  Receipt  No: 

!  Narrative: 

I  do  solemnly,  sincerely,  and  truly  declare  and  aftrm  that  the  facts  stated  herein  are  accurate  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge. 
Signature  of  First  Arresting  /  Appearing  Officer /  Investigator: 


LOG#  1067750 
Attachment  )  ^ 


20-DEC-2017  16:16 


Requested  by: 


ARRR203 

CPD-1142CC(FlEV  419?) 


CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 

ARREST  REPORT 


Page  1  of  1 


LOG#  I  0 hi 
Attachment  I  Ll 


14-DEC-2017  10:13 


Requested  by: 


26-DEC-2017  10:03 


Requested  by: 


CASE  04111907701  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME:  | 

GENERAL  INFORMATION 

CB:  015779216  IR:  1245154  SID: 

CHARGE  INFORMATION 

NBR  A  TYPE  CLASS  CHAPTER/SECTION 
001  F  720-570/402 

DISPOSITION  INFORMATION 


}  PAGE:  001  OF  003 

LST  APPEAL: 

FBI:  RD:  HK279970 


DESCRIPTION 

PCS  -  POSSESSION  -  LESS  T 


040404  -  0608  - 
PROBABLE  CAUSE  TO  DETAIN 
MYLES  RAYMOND 

BRANCH  1  RM  100  0100  PM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001 


F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW 
THRU  003  DESTINATION 


F9=APL  FI 0=RST 


FI 2=PRT  CLR=EXIT 


LOG#  LMWl 


Attachment 


lSL 


) 


CASE  04111907701  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME:  D 

040404  -  0913  - 
DEF  DEMAND  FOR  TRIAL 
MYLES  RAYMOND 
BRANCH  1  RM  100 


PAGE:  002  OF  003 
LST  APPEAL: 


0100  PM 


040404  -  0601  - 

BAIL  AMOUNT  SET  60000.00 

MYLES  RAYMOND 

BRANCH  1  RM  100  0100  PM 


040404  -  0301  - 

MOTION  STATE  -  CONTINUANCE  -MS  042804  7138 

MYLES  RAYMOND 

BRANCH  1  RM  100  0100  PM 


042804  -  0405  - 

SUPERSEDED  BY  DIRECT  INDTMENT  C001 

10615 

SLATTERY  BOYLE,  MAURA  00000000 

ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  003  DESTINATION 


) 


CASE  04111907701  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME:  D 

BRANCH  38  RM  1 


0130  PM 


PAGE:  003  OF  003 
LST  APPEAL: 


042804  -  0913  - 

DEF  DEMAND  FOR  TRIAL 

SLATTERY  BOYLE,  MAURA 

BRANCH  38  RM  1  0130  PM 


042804  -  0500  - 

TRANSFERRED  TO  CRIMINAL  DIV  051404  1701 

SLATTERY  BOYLE,  MAURA 

BRANCH  38  RM  1  0130  PM 


END  OF  FILE 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  003  DESTINATION 


CASE  0  4  CR1 0  615  01  S 
DEFENDANT  NAME:  ■ 
GENERAL  INFORMATION 
CB:  015779216  IR: 

CHARGE  INFORMATION 


NBR  A 

TYPE 

CLASS  CHAPTER/SECTION 

001 

F 

X  720-570/407 

(b)  ( 

1 

002 

F 

X  720-570/407 

(b)  ( 

1 

003 

F 

1  720-570/407 

(b)  ( 

2 

004 

F 

1  720-570/407 

(b)  ( 

2 

005 

F 

1  720-570/401 

(c)  ( 

1 

006  A 

4  720-570/402 

(c) 

DISPOSITION  INFORMATION 


PAGE:  001  OF  016 
LST  APPEAL: 

FBI:  6  2  7  6  9  2  DB  6  RD:  HK279970 


DESCRIPTION 

MFG/DEL  HERO IN/ SCH/PUB  HS 
MFG/DEL  HEROIN/ SCH/PUB  HS 
AMT  NARC  SCHED  I/II/SCH/H 
AMT  NARC  SCHED  I/II/SCH/H 
MFG/DEL  1-14  GR  HEROIN/AN 
POSS  AMT  CON  SUB  EXCEPT  (A 


(START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 

1245154  SID:  038381970 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001 


F3  =  RTN  F7  =BKW  F8  =  FRW  F9  =  APL 
THRU  016  DESTINATION 


F 1 0  =  RS  T 


FI 2=PRT  CLR=EX I T 


LOG#  _M£mi 15L 


Attachment 


3 


CASE  04CR10 61501  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 


PAGE:  002  OF  016 
LST  APPEAL: 


DEFENDANT  NAME: 


042904  -  0411  - 

IND/INFO-CLK  OFFICE- PRES  JUDGE 


051404 


1701 


CR1 061501  I 


04CR10 61501  ID#  CR10 0301515 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 


0900  AM 


051404  -  0415  - 

CASE  ASSIGNED  051404  1733 

BI EBEL ,  PAUL  JR. 

ROOM  101  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0900  AM 

051404  -  0890  - 

DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY  000000 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

051404  -  0901  - 

PUBLIC  DEFENDER  APPOINTED  000000 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE :  001  THRU  016  DESTINATION 


CASE  0  4  CR1 0  615  01  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 


PAGE:  003  OF  016 
LST  APPEAL: 


051404  -  0416  - 

DEFENDANT  ARRAIGNED  000000 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

051404  -  0422  - 

PLEA  OF  NOT  GUILTY  000000 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

051404  -  0322  - 

MOTION  FOR  DISCOVERY  000000  F  1 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  016  DESTINATION 


CASE  04CR1061501  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  004  OF  016 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

051404  -  0380  — 

DISCOVERY  ANSWER  FILED  000000  1 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

051404  -  0399  - 
CHARGE  AMENDED 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6 TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

051404  -  0421  - 

PLEA  OF  GUILTY  000000  C006 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


000000 

0930  AM 


C006 


031404  -  0426  - 

JURY  WAIVED  000000 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  016  DESTINATION 


CASE  0  4  CR1 0  61 5  0 1  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  005  OF  016 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

0514(54  -  04  31-  - 

FINDING  OF  GUILTY  000000  C006 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

051404  -  0103  - 

NOLLE  PROSEQUI  000000  C001 

'ford,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

051404  -  0103  - 

NOLLE  PROSEQUI  000000  C002 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  016  DESTINATION 


CASE  04CR1061501  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  006  OF  016 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

051404  -  0103  - 

NOLLE  PROSEQUI  000000  C003 

''FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

051404  -  0103  - 

NOLLE  PROSEQUI  000000  C004 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

051404  -  0103  - 

NOLLE  PROSEQUI.  000000  C005 

FORD,  NICHOLAS'  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

051404  -  0578  - 

PROQ  AND  OTHER  DISC  CONDS  000000  C006 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R.  MIN  002  Y 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  016  DESTINATION 


CASE  04CR1061501  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  007  OF  016 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

051404  -  0800  - 
FINES  COSTS  FEES  PER  DRFT  ORD 

REMAINING  BALANCE  OF  $999.00 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

051404  -  0241  - 
CREDIT  FOR  TIME  SERVED 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

051404  -  0890  - 

DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY  000000 

KAZMIERSKI,  JOSEPH  G.  JR. 

ROOM  101  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0900  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  016  DESTINATION 


000000  205.00 

0930  AM 


1204 . 00 

0930  AM 


CASE  04CR1061501  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

062204  -  0353  - 

PET  VIOL  OF  PROBATION  FILED  000000 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


PAGE:  008  OF  016 
LST  APPEAL: 


062204  -  0388  - 

BEARING  DATE  ASSIGNED'  070704  1733 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


070704  -  0914  - 

DEFENDANT  NOT  IN  COURT  000000 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

07  0.7.04  -  0353  . 

PET  VIOL  OF  PROBATION  'FILED  000000 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  016  DESTINATION 


CASE  0  4  CR1 0  615  01  S 
DEFENDANT  NAME:  ■ 

070704  -  0606  - 
NO  BA  I  la 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH 

070704  -  0701 
WARR  ORD,  WARR 
FORD,  NICHOLAS 
ROOM  301 

070704  -  0997  - 

WARRANT  SENT  TO  POLICE  AGENCY  000000 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

070804  -  0745  - 

WARR  AUDITED  -  ELEC  DOCK 

CRIMINAL  DIV  -  WARRANT  AUDIT  0930  AM 


ISSUED  000000 

R. 

2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


(START  OF  FELONY  CASE  J 


000000 

&  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


PAGE:  009 
LST  APPEAL; 


OF  016 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  016  DESTINATION 


CASE  0  4  CR1 0  615  01  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 


PAGE:  010  OF  016 
LST  APPEAL: 


DEFENDANT  NAME: 


070804  -  0746  - 
WARR  AUDITED  - 
CRIMINAL  DIV  - 


COURT  FILE 
WARRANT  AUDIT 


0930  AM 


090304  -  0890  - 

DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY  000000 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

090304  -  0704  - 

WARR  RETURNED,  EXECUTED, FT  LED  000000 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

090304  -  0421  - 

PLEA  OF  GUILTY  000000  C001 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  016  DESTINATION 


CASE  04CR1061501  S 
DEFENDANT  NAME:  ■ 

090304  -  0426  - 
JURY  WAIVED 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH 

0  90.304  -  04  31  - 
FINDING-  OF  GUILTY 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH 

090304  -  0516  - 
DEF  SENTENCED  ILLINOIS  DOC  000000  C001 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R.  MIN  001  Y 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

090304  -  0521  - 

CREDIT  DEFENDANT  FOR  TIME  SERV  000000 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R.  MIN  046  D 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  016  DESTINATION 


(START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 


000000 

&  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


PAGE:  Oil  OF  016 
LST  APPEAL: 


000000  C001 

&  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


CASE  04CR1061501  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  012  OF  016 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

090304  -  0996  - 

RECALL/EXEC  SENT  TO  POLICE  AGY  000000 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

011005  -  0353  - 

PET  VIOL  OF  PROBATION  FILED  000000 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


011005  -  0388  - 

REARING  DATE  ASSIGNED  012605  1733 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  2  6  T  H  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


012605  -  0510  - 

L-’ROB  TERM  UN  SAT  I  FACTOR  000000 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  016  DESTINATION 


CASE  0  4  CR1 0  61 5  0 1  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  013  OF  016 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

021705  -  0999  - 

SPECIAL  ORDER  000000 

CONTINUED  HEARING 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

021705  -  0388  - 

HEARING  DATE  ASSIGNED  030205  1733 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

030205  -  0999  - 
SPECIAL  ORDER 

ON  CALL  IN  ERROR 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  & 

CTO 90 5  -  0704  - 
WARR  RETURNED,  EXECUTED, FILED  000000 

COGHLAN,  MATTHEW  E. 

BRANCH  1  RM  100  0100  PM 

ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  016  DESTINATION 


000000 

CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


CASE  0 4 CR1 0  615  01  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  014  OF  016 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

O'? 0  90 5  -  0604  - 
BOND  TO  STAND 
COG H LAN,  MATTHEW  E. 

BRANCH  1  RM  100 

070905  -  0301  - 
MOTION  STATE  -  CONTINUANCE  -MS  071105  1733 

COGHLAN,  MATTHEW  E. 

BRANCH  1  RM  100  0100  PM 

091217  -  0874  -  109000001 

NOTICE  OF  MOTION/FILING  092017  1700 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

092017  -  0304  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  ORDER  OF  COURT  111617 

MARTIN  LEROY  K  JR 

ROOM  101  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  016  DESTINATION 


109000002 


1701 


000000 

0100  PM 


CASE  04CR1061501  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 


PAGE:  015  OF  016 
LST  APPEAL: 


102717  -  0874  - 
NOTICE  OF  MOTION/FILING 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

111617 

0930 

AM 

1700 

109000003 

110717  -  0874  - 
NOTICE  OF  MOTION/FILING 

CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

111617 

0930 

AM 

1700 

109000004 

1116.11  -  Cl 2 3  - 
NOLLE  PROSEQUI 

CONVICTION  VACATED 

MARTIN  LEROY  K  JR 

ROOM  101  2 6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

CALL 

109000005 

111617  -  0703  - 
WARRANT  QUASHED 

MARTIN  LEROY  K  JR 

ROOM  101  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

109000005 

ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  016  DESTINATION 


CASE  04CR1061501  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  016  OF  016 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

111617  -  0996  -  P00000006 

RECALL/EXEC  SENT  TO  POLICE  AG Y 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

END  OF  FILE 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  016  DESTINATION 


CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 

ORIGINAL  CASE  INCIDENT  REPORT 

3510  S.  Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois  60653 

(For  use  by  Chicago  Police  Department  Personnel  Only) 

CPD-11  300(6/O3)-C 


RD  #: 


HK279970 


Case  ID:  3262883  casr201 


EVENT  #: 


0409410314 


This  Document  is  not  an  official  copy.  It  is  a  computerized  version  of  data  entered  from  an  original 
___ _ case  report.  A  copy  of  the  original  case  report  can  be  obtained  from  the  Records  Division _ 

ASSIGNED  TO  ADMINISTRATIVE  PERSONNEL 

IUCR:  2014  -  Narcotics  -  Manu/Deliver:  Heroin  (White) 


IXI  Occurrence  536  E  36th  St 

o  Location:  Chicago  IL  60653 

^  122  -  Cha  Hallway/Stairwell/Elevator 

—  Occurrence  Date:  03  April  2004  12:30 


Beat:  0212 


Unit  Assigned:  4512B 

RO  Arrival  Date:  03  April  2004  12:29 

#  Offenders:  11 


Incident#:  04B293 


VICTIM 


DISTRICT  002 


Res:  536  E  36th  St 

Chicago  IL  60653 
CPD  Officer:  No 


Beat:  0212 


U-  PERSON  REPORTING  OFFENSE 

9  Name:  DISTRICT  002 

Z 

o  Res:  536  E  36th  St 

Chicago  IL  60653 

CPD  Officer:  No 


Beat:  0212 


Suspect  #  1 


Beat:  0725 


Chicago  ILLINOIS  60636 


Suspect  #  2 


^  Name: 
CO 


Beat:  0723 


Chicago  ILLINOIS  60621 


Demographics 

Male 

Black 

5'06, 

137  lbs, 

Brown  Eyes 
Black  Hair 
Dark  Complexion 


Demographics 

Male 

Black 

5'03, 

125  lbs, 

Brown  Eyes 
Black  Hair 

Medium  Complexion 


In  Ousted 


Age:  24  years 


In  Custody 


Age:  16  years 


Print  Generated  By:  CHRIS,  System 


(CHRIS) 


yfcUV!  ■  t  i,U  '.v» 


LOG# 


106774 


Attachment 


Page  1  of  4 


14-DEC-2017  10:10 


SlulUKtl 


RD#:  HK279970 


Chicago  Police  Department  -  Incident  Report 


Suspect  #  3 


Name:  | 

Res:  Beat:  1512 

Chicago  ILLINOIS  60644 


Suspect  #4 


Name:  | 

Res: 

Chicago  ILLINOIS  60649 


Beat:  0331 


Demographics 

Male 
Black 
I  5'08, 

160  lbs, 

Brown  Eyes 
Black  Hair 
Datk  Complexion 


i  Demographics 

|  Male 
Black 
1  5'09, 

|  150  lbs, 

Brown  Eyes 
I  Black  Hair 
]  Dark  Complexion 


RD#:  HK279970 


_  In  Custod 


DOB:  ^^^1960 
Age:  44  years 


In  Custod 


DOB: 

Age:  44  years 


Suspect  #  5 


In  Custod 


Demooraohics 

Name:  BiHHitHHHi 

— i — - — “ — 

Male 

DOB: 

Res:  BHHHB 

Chicago  ILLINOIS  60649 

Beat:  0421 

1 

Black 

6'01 , 

170  lbs, 

Brown  Eyes 

Black  Hair 

Dark  Complexion 

Age:  29  years 

Suspect  #  6 

In  Custod 

W  |  Name: 
I  I  Res: 


Beat:  2124 


Chicago  ILLINOIS  60615 


Demographics 

Male 

Black 

5'06, 

130  lbs, 

Brown  Eyes 
Black  Hair 
Medium  Complexion 


DOB: 

Age:  37  years 


Suspect  #7 


Name: 

Res: 

Chicago  ILLINOIS  60663 

Suspect  #  8 


Name: 

Res:  | 

Ave 

Chicago  ILLINOIS  60628 


Beat:  2123 


Beat:  0511 


Demographics 

!  Male 
I  Black 
I  Brown  Eyes 
|  Black  Hair 
I  Light  Complexion 


Demographics 

Female 

Black 

5'07, 

140  lbs  , 

Unknown  Eyes 
Unknown  Hair 
Unknown  Complexion 


_ _  In  Gusto 


DOB: 

Age:  44  years 

In  Custod 


Age:  40  years 


Print  Generated  By:  CHRIS,  System  (CHRIS)  Page  2  of  4 


14-DEC-2017  10:10 


Chicago  Police  Department  -  Incident  Report 
Suspect  #  9 _ 


RD#:  HK279970 


in  Custody 


Demographics 

Male 

DOB:  ■■■1966 

Black 

|  Brown  Eyes 
■  Black  Hair 

Age:  37  years 

Medium  Complexion 

Name: 

Res: 


Beat:  2131 


Chicago  ILLINOIS  60615 


Suspect#  10 


In  Custody 


Name: 

Res: 


Beat:  0422 


Chicago  ILLINOIS  60617 


Demog  ra  phics _ 

Male 

Black 

6'02, 

220  lbs  , 

Brown  Eyes 
Black  Hair 
Medium  Complexion 


Age:  35  years 


Suspect#  11 


in  Custody 


Name: 

Res:  Beat:  21 1 2 

Chicago  ILLINOIS  60616 


Demographics 

Female 

Black 

Unknown  Eyes 
Unknown  Hair 
Unknown  Complexion 


Age:  34  years 


Narcotics  #1 


Possessor/User: 


Type:  Heroin/White 
Weight:  10  Grams 
Street  Value:  1500 
Inventory#:  10309007 


Taken/Stolen?  No 
Recovered?  Yes 


Owner: 


i(0 

O 

F 

o 

o 

< 

z 


Narcotics  #2 


Possessor/User 


Type:  Heroin/White 
Weight:  5  Grams 
Street  Value:  750 
Inventory#:  10308987 


Taken/Stolen?  No 
Recovered?  Yes 


Owner: 


Narcotics  #3 
Type:  Heroin/White 

■ 

s  Weight:  .2  Grams 
Street  Value:  30 
Inventory#:  10309021 


Possessor/User: 


Taken/Stolen?  No 
Recovered?  Yes 


Owner: 


Property 

Estimated  Value:  $70.00 

Used  as  Weapon?  No 

Inventory#:  10309011 

Taken/Stolen?  No 

Description:  Use 

Owner:  IHHIHIH 

Recovered?  Yes 

Print  Generated  By:  CHRIS,  System 


(CHRIS) 


Page  3  of  4 


14-DEC-2017  10:10 


PERSONNEL  OTHER  PROPERTIES 


Chicago  Police  Department 


Property  #2 


Description:  Use 

(Property  #3 


-  Incident  Report 


RD#:  HK279970 


Description:  Use 
Property  #4 


Description:  Use 

[Property#5~ 


Description:  Use 
Property  #6  ~~ 


Description:  Use 

[Property  #7 


Description:  Use 
I  Property  #8 


Description:  Use 


Estimated  Value:  $25.00 
Inventory#:  10308989 


Estimated  Value:  $10.00 
Inventory#:  10309029 

Owner:  jHHBBHH! 

Estimated  Value:  $20.00 
Inventory#:  10309031 
Owner: 

Estimated  Value:  $10.00 
Inventory#:  10309035 

Owner:  IHHIHMI 


Estimated  Value:  $10.00 
Inventory#:  10309037 

Owner:  HHKHHB 


Estimated  Value:  $10.00 
Inventory#:  10309039 
Owner: 


Estimated  Value:  $20.00 
Inventory#:  10309041 


Used  as  Weapon?  No 
Taken/Stolen?  No 
Recovered?  Yes 


Used  as  Weapon?  No 
Taken/Stolen?  No 
Recovered?  Yes 


Used  as  Weapon?  No 
Taken/Stolen?  No 
Recovered?  Yes 


Used  as  Weapon?  No 
Taken/Stolen?  No 
Recovered?  Yes 


1 


Used  as  Weapon?  No 
Taken/Stolen?  No 

Recovered?  Yes 

-  -  , 


Used  as  Weapon?  No 
Taken/Stolen?  No 
Recovered?  Yes 

1 


Used  as  Weapon?  No 
Taken/Stolen?  No 
Recovered?  Yes 


Reporting  Officer 
Reporting  Officer 


JONES,  Alvin 
YOUNG  JR,  Kenneth 


08  Apr  2004  11:33  212 
08  Apr  2004  11:33  116 


Print  Generated  By:  CHRIS,  System 


(CHRIS) 
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CASE  04111907901  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME:  B 

GENERAL  INFORMATION 

CB:  015779223  IR:  1032445  SID: 

CHARGE  INFORMATION 

NBR  A  TYPE  CLASS  CHAPTER/SECTION 
001  F  720-570/402 

DISPOSITION  INFORMATION 


PAGE:  001  OF  003 
LST  APPEAL: 

FBI:  RD:  HK279970 


DESCRIPTION 

PCS  -  POSSESSION  -  LESS  T 


040404  -  0608  - 
PROBABLE  CAUSE  TO  DETAIN 
MYLES  RAYMOND 

BRANCH  1  RM  100  0100  PM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001 


F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW 
THRU  003  DESTINATION 


F9=APL  FI 0=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 


LOG#  I  OMl  ^ 
Attachment 


CASE  04111907901  S  (START  OF  CASE  )  PAGE:  002  OF  003 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  B  LST  APPEAL: 

040404  -  0913  - 
DEF  DEMAND  FOR  TRIAL 
MYLES  RAYMOND 

BRANCH  1  RM  100  0100  PM 

040404  -  0601  - 
BAIL  AMOUNT  SET 
MYLES  RAYMOND 
BRANCH  1  RM  100 

040404  -  0301  - 

MOTION  STATE  -  CONTINUANCE  -MS 
MYLES  RAYMOND 
BRANCH  1  RM  100 

042804  -  0405  - 
SUPERSEDED  BY  DIRECT  INDTMENT  C001 

04CR10615 

SLATTERY  BOYLE,  MAURA  00000000 

ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  003  DESTINATION 


70000.00 
0100  PM 


> 


CASE  04111907901  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME:  B 

BRANCH  38  RM  1 


0130  PM 


PAGE:  003  OF  003 
LST  APPEAL: 


042804  -  0913  - 

DEF  DEMAND  FOR  TRIAL 

SLATTERY  BOYLE,  MAURA 

BRANCH  38  RM  1  0130  PM 


042804  -  0500  - 

TRANSFERRED  TO  CRIMINAL  DIV  051404  1701 

SLATTERY  BOYLE,  MAURA 

BRANCH  38  RM  1  0130  PM 


END  OF  FILE 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  003  DESTINATION 


CASE  0  4  CR1 0  615  0  3  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  001  OF  006 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

GENERAL  INFORMATION 

CB:  015779223  IR:  1032445  SID:  032061510  FBI:  813426RA5  RD:  HK279970 
CHARGE  INFORMATION 

NBR  A  TYPE  CLASS  CHAPTER/ SECT  ION 
001  F  4  720-57  0/4  02  (c) 

DISPOSITION  INFORMATION 


042904  -  0411  - 

IND/INFO-CLK  OFFICE-PRES  JUDGE  051404  1701  CR1061503  I 

0  4 CR1 0  615  0  3  ID#  CR100301517 
CLERK'S  OFFICE  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0900  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  006  DESTINATION 


DESCRIPTION 

POSS  AMT  CON  SUB  EXCEPT (A 


CASE  0  4  CRl 0  615  0  3  S 
DEFENDANT  NAME:  ■ 

051404  -  0415  - 
CASE  ASSIGNED 
B IEBEL ,  PAUL  JR. 

ROOM  101  2  6TH 

051404  -  0896  - 
PRISONER  DATA  SHEET 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH 

051404  -  0901  - 
PUBLIC  DEFENDER  APPOINTED 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

051404  -  0416  - 
DEFENDANT  ARRAIGNED  000000 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  26TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  006  DESTINATION 


000000 

0930  AM 


TO  ISSUE  000000 

&  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


I S  TART  OF  FELONY  CASE) 


PAGE:  002  OF  006 
LST  APPEAL: 


051404 


1733 


&  CALIFORNIA 


0900  AM 


CASE  0  4  CR1 0  615  0  3  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  003  OF  006 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

051404  -  0422  - 
PLEA  OF  NOT  GUILTY 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH 

051404  -  0322  - 
MOTION  FOR  DISCOVERY 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 

051404  -  0380  - 

DISCOVERY  ANSWER  FILED  000000  1 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE :  001  THRU  006  DESTINATION 


000000 

&  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


CASE  04CR1 061503  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE)  PAGE:  004  OF  006 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

051404  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  062304 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

062304  -  0890  - 
DEFENDANT  IN  CUSTODY 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  & 

062304  -  0421 
PLEA  OF  GUILTY 
FORD,  NICHOLAS 
ROOM  301 

062304  -  0426  - 

JURY  WAIVED  000000 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  006  DESTINATION 


000000  C001 

R. 

2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


000000 

CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


CASE  0  4  CR1 0  615  0  3  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 


PAGE:  005  OF  006 
LST  APPEAL: 


062304  -  0431  - 

FINDING  OF  GUILTY  000000  C001 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6  TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

062304  -  0516  - 

DEF  SENTENCED  ILLINOIS  DOC  000000  C001 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R.  MIN  001  Y 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 

062304  -  0521  - 

CREDIT  DEFENDANT  FOR  TIME  SERV  000000 

FORD,  NICHOLAS  R.  MIN  084  D 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001 


F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST 
THRU  006  DESTINATION 


F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 


CASE  0  4  CR1 0  615  0  3  S  (START  OF  FELONY  CASE) 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

062304  -  0800  - 

FINES  COSTS  FEES  PER  DRFT  ORD 

REMAINING  BALANCE  OF  $784.00 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA  0930  AM 


PAGE:  006  OF  006 
LST  APPEAL: 


1204 . 00 


062304  -  0241  - 
CREDIT  FOR  TIME  SERVED 
FORD,  NICHOLAS  R. 

ROOM  301  2  6TH  &  CALIFORNIA 


000000  420.00 

0930  AM 


END  OF  FILE 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE :  001 


F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST 
THRU  006  DESTINATION 


FI 2  =  PRT  CLR=EX I T 


) 


CASE  04122232201  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

GENERAL  INFORMATION 

CB:  015779198  IR:  0751964  SID: 

CHARGE  INFORMATION 

NBR  A  TYPE  CLASS  CHAPTER/SECTION 
001  M  720-5/8-4 

DISPOSITION  INFORMATION 


PAGE:  001  OF  003 
LST  APPEAL: 

FBI:  RD:  HK279970 


DESCRIPTION 

PCS  -  POSSESSION  -  LESS  T 


040504  -  0099  - 

BOND  SET  BY  RULE  OF  COURT  052804  7135 

JOHNSON-SPEH,  SANDI  G. 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE: 


SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW 
001  THRU  003  DESTINATION 


F9=APL  FI 0=RST  F12=PRT 


CLR=EXIT 


LOO# 

Attachment 


) 


CASE  04122232201  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

052804  -  0421  - 
PLEA  OF  GUILTY 
SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE 


BRANCH  35  RM  2 


0900  AM 


PAGE:  002  OF  003 
LST  APPEAL: 

C001 


052804  -  0426  - 
JURY  WAIVED 
SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


052804  -  0431  - 

FINDING  OF  GUILTY  C001 

SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


052804  -  0519  - 

DEF  SENT  CONDITIONAL  DISCHARGE  C001 

SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE  MIN  06  M 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE :  001  THRU  003  DESTINATION 


) 


CASE  04122232201  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 


PAGE:  003  OF  003 
LST  APPEAL: 


052804  -  0967  - 

TERM  DATE-PROB-COND  DIS-SUPV  112404  7135 

SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


112404  -  0976  - 

COND  DIS  TERM  -  SATISFACTORY 

JOHNSON-SPEH,  SANDI  G. 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


END  OF  FILE 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  003  DESTINATION 


} 


CASE  04122232301  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

GENERAL  INFORMATION 

CB:  015779209  IR:  0831676  SID: 

CHARGE  INFORMATION 

NBR  A  TYPE  CLASS  CHAPTER/SECTION 
001  M  720-5/8-4 

DISPOSITION  INFORMATION- 


PAGE:  001  OF  004 
LST  APPEAL: 

FBI:  RD:  HK279970 


DESCRIPTION 

PCS  -  POSSESSION  -  LESS  T 


040504  -  0099  - 

BOND  SET  BY  RULE  OF  COURT  052804  7135 

JOHNSON-SPEH,  SAND I  G. 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  004  DESTINATION 


LOQ# 

Attachment  2A 


) 


CASE  04122232301  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

052804  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  082704 

SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE 


BRANCH  35  RM  2 


0900  AM 


PAGE:  002  OF  004 
LST  APPEAL: 


082704  -  0997  - 

WARRANT  SENT  TO  POLICE  AGENCY 

MUNICIPAL  DISTRICT  1  0900  AM 


082704  -  0630  - 

BOND  FORFEITURE  B0 01 

JOHNSON-SPEH,  SANDI  G, 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


082704  -  0601  - 

BAIL  AMOUNT  SET  2000.00 

JOHNSON-SPEH,  SANDI  G . 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  004  DESTINATION 


) 


CASE  04122232301  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

082704  -  0701  - 

WARR  ORD,  WARR  ISSUED 

JOHNSON- SPEH,  SANDI  G . 

BRANCH  35  RM  2 


PAGE:  003  OF  004 
LST  APPEAL: 


0900  AM 


082704  -  0152  - 

CONT  FOR  JUDMT  ON  FORFEITURE  100504  7135 

JOHNSON- SPEH,  SANDI  G . 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


083004  -  0996  - 

RECALL/EXEC  SENT  TO  POLICE  AGY 

MUNICIPAL  DISTRICT  1  0900  AM 


083004  -  0703  - 
WARRANT  QUASHED 
JOHNSON- SPEH,  SANDI  G , 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  004  DESTINATION 


) 


CASE  04122232301  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

083004  -  0304  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  ORDER  OF  COURT  100604 


JOHNSON- SPEH,  SANDI  G . 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


PAGE:  004  OF  004 
LST  APPEAL: 

7135 


100604  -  0103  - 

NOLLE  PROSEQUI  C001 

JOHNSON-SPEH,  SANDI  G. 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


100604  -  0913  - 

DEF  DEMAND  FOR  TRIAL 

JOHNSON-SPEH,  SANDI  G  * 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


END  OF  FILE 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE :  001  THRU  004  DESTINATION 


) 


CASE  04122232401  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

GENERAL  INFORMATION 

CB:  015779212  IR:  0499710  SID: 

CHARGE  INFORMATION 

NBR  A  TYPE  CLASS  CHAPTER/ SECT  ION 
001  M  10-8-515 

DISPOSITION  INFORMATION 


PAGE:  001  OF  002 
LST  APPEAL: 

FBI:  RD:  HK279970 


DESCRIPTION 

SOLICITING  UNLAWFUL  BUSIN 


040504  -  0099  - 

BOND  SET  BY  RULE  OF  COURT  052804  7135 

JOHNSON-SPEH,  SAND I  G. 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001 


F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST 
THRU  002  DESTINATION 


F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 


LOG# 

Attachment 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  002  DESTINATION 


] 


CASE  04122232501  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

GENERAL  INFORMATION 

CB:  015779185  IR:  0888266  SID: 

CHARGE  INFORMATION 

NBR  A  TYPE  CLASS  CHAPTER/ SECT  ION 
001  M  720-5/8-4 

DISPOSITION  INFORMATION 


PAGE:  001  OF  003 
LST  APPEAL: 

FBI:  RD:  HK279970 


DESCRIPTION 

PCS  -  POSSESSION  -  LESS  T 


040504  -  0099  - 

BOND  SET  BY  RULE  OF  COURT  052804  7135 

JOHNSON-SPEH,  SANDI  G. 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE: 


SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW 
001  THRU  003  DESTINATION 


F9=APL  FI 0=RST 


F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 


uoo#_lcM5M 

Attachment  <2i  . 


) 


CASE  04122232501  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

052804  -  0421  - 
PLEA  OF  GUILTY 
SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE 
BRANCH  35  RM  2 


0900  AM 


PAGE:  002  OF  003 
LST  APPEAL: 

C001 


052804  -  0426  - 
JURY  WAIVED 
SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


052804  -  0431  - 

FINDING  OF  GUILTY  C001 

SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


052804  -  0519  - 

DEF  SENT  CONDITIONAL  DISCHARGE  C001 

SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE  MIN  06  M 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  003  DESTINATION 


CASE  04122232501  S  (START  OF  CASE  )  PAGE:  003  OF  003 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

052804  -  0967  - 

TERM  DATE-PROB-COND  DIS-SUPV  112404  7135 

SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 

112404  -  0976  - 

COND  DIS  TERM  -  SATISFACTORY 

JOHNSON-SPEH,  SANDI  G. 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 

END  OF  FILE 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  003  DESTINATION 


CASE  04122232601  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

GENERAL  INFORMATION 

CB:  015779188  IR:  0805405  SID: 

CHARGE  INFORMATION 

NBR  A  TYPE  CLASS  CHAPTER/SECTION 
001  M  720-5/8-4 

DISPOSITION  INFORMATION 


)  PAGE:  001  OF  005 

LST  APPEAL: 

FBI:  RD:  HK279970 


DESCRIPTION 

PCS  -  POSSESSION  -  LESS  T 


040504  -  0099  - 

BOND  SET  BY  RULE  OF  COURT  052804  7135 

JOHNSON-SPEH,  SAND I  G. 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE: 


SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW 
001  THRU  005  DESTINATION 


F9=APL  FI 0=RST  F12=PRT 


CLR=EXI T 


LOG#  Inf)  7^° 
Attachment  AH 


) 


CASE  04122232601  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

052804  -  0997  - 

WARRANT  SENT  TO  POLICE  AGENCY 
MUNICIPAL  DISTRICT  1 


PAGE:  002  OF  005 
LST  APPEAL: 


0900  AM 


052804  -  0630  - 

BOND  FORFEITURE  B001 

SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


052804  -  0601  - 

BAIL  AMOUNT  SET  3000.00 

SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


052804  -  0701  - 
WARR  ORD,  WARR  ISSUED 
SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  005  DESTINATION 


CASE  04122232601  S  (START  OF  CASE  ) 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  WKHKKKM 

052804  -  0152  - 

CONT  FOR  JUDMT  ON  FORFEITURE  070704 

SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 

060304  -  0745  - 
WARR  AUDITED  -  ELEC  DOCK 

MUNI  DIST  1  -  WARRANT  AUDIT  0930  AM 

060304  -  0746  - 
WARR  AUDITED  -  COURT  FILE 

MUNI  DIST  1  -  WARRANT  AUDIT  0930  AM 

070704  -  0633  - 
JUDGMENT  ON  BOND  FORFEITURE  B001 

SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  005  DESTINATION 


PAGE:  003  OF  005 
LST  APPEAL: 

7135 


) 


CASE  04122232601  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

070704  -  0700  - 
WARRANT  OUTSTANDING 
SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE 
BRANCH  35  RM  2 


PAGE:  004  OF  005 
LST  APPEAL: 


0900  AM 


041905  -  0704  - 

WARR  RETURNED ,  EXECUTED, FILED 
JOHNSON-SPEH,  SAND I  G . 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


041905  -  0996  - 

RECALL/EXEC  SENT  TO  POLICE  AGY 

MUNICIPAL  DISTRICT  1  0900  AM 


041905  -  0913  - 

DEF  DEMAND  FOR  TRIAL 

JOHNSON-SPEH,  SAND I  G . 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  005  DESTINATION 


) 


CASE  04122232601  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

041905  -  0102  - 

STRICKEN  OFF  -  LEAVE  REINSTATE 
JOHNSON-SPEH,  SANDI  G. 

BRANCH  35  RM  2 


PAGE:  005  OF  005 
LST  APPEAL: 

C001 


0  900  AM 


END  OF  FILE 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  005  DESTINATION 


) 


CASE  04122232701  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME:  ■■ 

GENERAL  INFORMATION 

CB:  015779214  IR:  0639455  SID: 

CHARGE  INFORMATION 

NBR  A  TYPE  CLASS  CHAPTER/ SECT ION 
001  M  720-5/8-4 

DISPOSITION  INFORMATION 


PAGE:  001  OF  003 
LST  APPEAL: 

FBI:  RD:  HK279970 


DESCRIPTION 

PCS  -  POSSESSION  -  LESS  T 


040504  -  0099  - 

BOND  SET  BY  RULE  OF  COURT  052804  7135 

JOHNSON-SPEH,  SANDI  G. 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  003  DESTINATION 


uoo#_joh333i 

Attachment  oO 


CASE  04122232701  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

052804  -  0421  - 
PLEA  OF  GUILTY 
SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE 
BRANCH  35  RM  2 

052804  -  0426  - 
JURY  WAIVED 
SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE 
BRANCH  35  RM  2 


052804  -  0431  - 

FINDING  OF  GUILTY  C001 

SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


052804  -  0521  - 

CREDIT  DEFENDANT  FOR  TIME  SERV 

SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE  MIN  001  D 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  003  DESTINATION 


CASE  04122232701  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

END  OF  FILE 


PAGE:  003  OF  003 
LST  APPEAL: 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001 


F3  =  RTN  F7  =BKW  F8  =  FRW  F9  =  APL 
THRU  003  DESTINATION 


FI  0=RST 


F12=PRT  CLR=EX I T 


CASE  04122232901  S  (START  OF  CASE  )  PAGE:  001  OF  002 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

GENERAL  INFORMATION 

CB:  015779210  IR:  0980503  SID:  FBI:  RD :  HK279970 

CHARGE  INFORMATION 

NBR  A  TYPE  CLASS  CHAPTER/ SECT  ION 
001  M  10-8-515 

DISPOSITION  INFORMATION 


040504  -  0099  - 

BOND  SET  BY  RULE  OF  COURT  052804  7135 

JOHNSON-SPEH,  SANDI  G. 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  002  DESTINATION 


DESCRIPTION 

SOLICITING  UNLAWFUL  BUSIN 


Attachment 


) 


CASE  04122232901  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

052804  -  0104  - 
NON-SUIT 

SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE 
BRANCH  35  RM  2 


PAGE:  002  OF  002 
LST  APPEAL: 

C001 


0900  AM 


END  OF  FILE 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE :  001  THRU  002  DESTINATION 


CASE  04122244301  S  (START  OF  CASE  )  PAGE:  001  OF  005 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

GENERAL  INFORMATION 

CB:  015779203  IR:  0679484  SID:  FBI:  RD:  HK279970 

CHARGE  INFORMATION 

NBR  A  TYPE  CLASS  CHAPTER/ SECT  ION 
001  M  720-570/402-C 

DISPOSITION  INFORMATION 


040704  -  0099  - 

BOND  SET  BY  RULE  OF  COURT  052804  7135 

JOHNSON-SPEH,  SANDI  G. 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


DESCRIPTION 

PCS  -  POSSESSION  -  LESS  T 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE: 


SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST 
001  THRU  005  DESTINATION 


F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 


LOG#  I 
Attachment  n 


] 


CASE  04122244301  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

052804  -  0305  - 

CONTINUANCE  BY  AGREEMENT  082704 

SULLIVAN  LAURA  MARIE 


BRANCH  35  RM  2 


0900  AM 


PAGE:  002  OF  005 
LST  APPEAL: 

7135 


082704  -  0997  - 

WARRANT  SENT  TO  POLICE  AGENCY 

MUNICIPAL  DISTRICT  1  0900  AM 


082704  -  0630  - 

BOND  FORFEITURE  B0 01 

JOHNSON- S  PE H ,  SANDI  G  * 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


082704  -  0601  - 

BAIL  AMOUNT  SET  4000.00 

JOHNSON- SPEH,  SANDI  G . 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE :  001  THRU  005  DESTINATION 


CASE  04122244301  S  (START  OF  CASE  ]  PAGE:  003  OF  005 

DEFENDANT  NAME:  LST  APPEAL: 

082704  -  0701  - 

WARR  ORD ,  WARR  ISSUED 

JOHNSON-SPEH,  SAND I  G . 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 

082704  -  0152  - 
CONT  FOR  JUDMT  ON  FORFEITURE 
JOHNSON-SPEH,  SAND I  G . 

BRANCH  35  RM  2 

090104  -  0745  - 
WARR  AUDITED  -  ELEC  DOCK 

MUNI  DIST  1  -  WARRANT  AUDIT  0930  AM 

090104  -  0746  - 
WARR  AUDITED  -  COURT  FILE 

MUNI  DIST  1  -  WARRANT  AUDIT  0930  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  005  DESTINATION 


) 


CASE  04122244301  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 

100504  -  0633  - 

JUDGMENT  ON  BOND  FORFEITURE 

JOHNSON-SPEH,  SANDI  G « 

BRANCH  35  RM  2 


PAGE:  004  OF  005 
LST  APPEAL: 

B001 


0  90  0  AM 


100504  -  0700  - 
WARRANT  OUTSTANDING 
JOHNSON- S  PEH ,  SANDI  G . 

BRANCH  35  RM  2  0900  AM 


103105  -  0703  - 
WARRANT  QUASHED 
SIMKO  DARRYL  B. 

BRANCH  95  RM  400  0900  AM 


103105  -  0103  - 

NOLLE  PROSEQUI  CALL 

SIMKO  DARRYL  B. 

BRANCH  95  RM  400  0900  AM 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  005  DESTINATION 


) 


CASE  04122244301  S  (START  OF  CASE 
DEFENDANT  NAME: 


PAGE:  005  OF  005 
LST  APPEAL: 


103105  -  0996  - 

RECALL/EXEC  SENT  TO  POLICE  AG Y 

MUNICIPAL  DISTRICT  1  0900  AM 


END  OF  FILE 


ENTER=CNT  F2=PRT  CVR  SHT  F3=RTN  F7=BKW  F8=FRW  F9=APL  F10=RST  F12=PRT  CLR=EXIT 
=>  PRINT  PAGES  PAGE:  001  THRU  005  DESTINATION 


Name: 


HR#:  1245154 


SS#: 


FBI#:  627692DB6 

SID#:  ■■■ 

Sex:  M 

Race:  1 

DOB:  80 

Age:  24 

Hgt:  5'06 

Wgt:  137 

Hair:  BLACK 

Eyes:  BROWN 

Complexion:  DARK 

Address: 

City:  CHICAGO 

State: 

Zip  Code:  60636 

Gang  Affiliation:  GANGSTER  DISCIPLE 


Home  Phone: 

Cell  Phone(s): 

Scars,  Marks,  Tattoos: 

Offender’s  Vehfcle(s): 

Relevant  Criminal  TOTAL  ARRESTS  :  28  ( 5  FELONY,  20  Misdemeanor )  TOTAL  CONVICTIONS  (5 ) 
History: 

Role:  Seller 

Notes: 


acts  in  furtherance  •  acts  in  furtherance  »  acts  in  furtherance  «  acts  in  furtherance  •  acts  in  furtherance 


Date 

Time 

Narrative  /  Notes 

09  Feb  05 

1209 

Sin  City  1.  involved  in  an  illegal  drug  transaction  to 

Undercover  Officer  (U/O)  Hindman.  MHHHflHHHi 

BEMM  were  involved  in  the  drug  transaction  with  the  U/O  who 

purchased  the  drugs  with  C.P.D.  1505  funds  ($60.00). 

i  Type  of  Activity  /  RD# 
HL-171595 


LOG#  i  fib'll 

Attachment 
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CPD-31903C  (REV.  7/04) 


IR#  1245154 
SID#  38381970 
FBI  #  627692DB6 
I  DOC  #  R03832 

Current  Arrest  Information: 


Date  qf  Birth; 

Age^ 

Place  of  Birth: 
SSN  #; 

Drivers  License 
Drivers  Lie.  $ tertei 


CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 

3510  South  Michigan  Avenue/Chicago,  Illinois 
60653 

Identification  Section 

CRIMINAL  HISTORY  REPORT 


25  years 


»>  CONVICTED  «< 


CPD  pholo 


EYES  :  BRO 


HAIR  :  BLK 


COMPLEXION  : 


Key  Historical  identifiers: 
I  Alias  or  AKA  used 


Criminal  Justice  Summary:  Total  arrests:  29  (5  Felony,  21  Misdemeanor) 


Total  convictions:  5 


, IDOC  EVENT, 


CITY-BG-028654 
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STATUS:  RECEIVED 

Received  Date: 

14-JUN-2005 

Institution  Name: 

STATEVILLE 

Discharge  Date: 

08-NOV-2005 

jOFFENSE 

iChfirqe  code 

:720ILCS670/402{C)<4> 

Charge 

P05S  AMT  CON  SUB  EXCEPT(A)/{D) 

Convicted  Date 

03-SEP-2004 

Class  Case#  ! 

4  04CR10S1601  i 

IDOC  EVENT 


STATUS:  ON 
PAROLE 

Institution  Name:  PAROLE  DISTRICTS  Parole  Date:  05-JUN-2005 

Case  Number;  Discharge  Date:  0B-NOV-2005 


ARREST 


Arrest  Name:  HHnHHI 
Date  of  Birth:  ^^■-1980 

DCNorCB:  016200446 
Officer:  HUGHES 


Arrest  Date:  03-JUN-2005  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address;  3700  S  RHODES  AVE  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Residence:  CHICAGO,  IL 

Officer  Badge#:  10709  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Count  C  lasaType.  Statute  *  JSlHSfi'SPJS??! . . . . 

[1]  A  M  720  ILCS  5.0/1 2-3.2-A-1  Domestic  Battery  -  Bodily  Harm 


Jnchoate 

OFFENSE  AS  CITED 


•COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

Statute 

720-5/1 2-3.2-A-1 

Disposition;  NOLLE  PROSEQUI 
Sentence: 


Charge 

DOMESTIC  BATTERY  -  BODILY 


Class  Case# 

M  05122188601 


Disposition  Date:  24-JUN-2005 
Sentence  Date: 


ARREST 


Arrest  Name: 

Date  of  Birth:  ^^■-1980 

DCNorCB:  016171824 
Officer:  CURETON 


Arrest  Date:  06-MAY-2005  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  574  E  36THST  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Residence:  CHICAGO,  IL  60636 

Officer  Badge#:  8148  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Count  Class  Type  Statute 

Arrest  Charge  Description 

inchoate 

[1]  A  M  720  ILCS  5.0/1 2-3-A-1 

Battery  -  Cause  Bodily  Harm 

OFFENSE  AS  CITED 

jCOURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 
!  Statute 
j  720-5/1 2-3-A-1 

Charae 

BATTERY  -  CAUSE  BODILY  HA 

Class 

M 

Case#  : 
05122135401  [ 

1  Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE 

:  Sentence: 

Disposition  Date:  18-MAY-2005 

Sentence  Date: 

i 

# 

* 

1 

ARREST 


Arrest  Name: 

Date  of  Birth:  ^^■1980 


Arrest  Date:  27-APR-2005  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  574  E  BROWNING  AVE  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 


DCN  or  CB:  016162971  Residence: 

Officer:  GONZALEZ  Officer  Badge#:  6067  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


CITY-BG-028656 
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Count  ClassType  Statute 

. .  . . . 

[1]  A  M  720  ILCS  5.0/28-1 -A-1 


*  Arrest. C ha rg e  Des  c  ripti on . 

Gambling  -  Play  Game  Of  Chance 


Jnchoate  . . . 

OFFENSE  AS  CITED 


iCOURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

\  Statute  Charge  Class  Case# 

\  720-5/28-1 -A-1  GAMBLING  -  PLAY  GAME  OF  C  M  05123627601 

i  Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE  Disposition  Date:  20-JUN-2005 

:  Sentence:  Sentence  Date: 


IDOC  EVENT 


STATUS:  RECEIVED 

Institution  Name:  STATEVILLE 


Received  Date: 
Discharge  Date: 


OB-SE  P-2004 
NOT  CALCED 


ARREST 


Arrest  Name: 

Date  of  Birth:  ^^1-1980 

DCNorCB:  015931411 
Officer:  FITZGERALD 


Arrest  Date:  01 -SEP-2004  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  007 

Arrest  Address:  5907  S  MAY  ST  CHICAGO,  IL  60621 

Residence:  ^^^^^^^■CHICAGO,  IL  60636 

Officer  Badge#:  5084  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


.9S^J?!!S^R?.Statute . Arrost_  Charge  Descrlf>tjon . , . . . . Jnchoate  _ 

[1]  725  ILCS  5.0/110-3  Isjuan ice  Of  Warrant  ..  . .  ^ 

[1]  B  M  625  ILCS  5.0/6-101  Driving/Never  Issued  License 

[1]  p  625  ILCS  5.0/12-603.1  Ivc  -  Not  WearingSeat  Belt/Driver 

[1]  u  625  ILCS  5.0/3-707  Insurance  -  Operate  Mtr  Vehicle  Without 


ARREST 


Arrest  Name:  HHHiHI 
Date  of  Birth:  ^^^|1980 

DCNorCB:  015779216 
Officer:  JONES 


Arrest  Date:  03-APR-2004  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  574  E  36TH  ST  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Residence:  ■■iHIHHCHICAGO,  IL  60636 

Officer  Badge#:  19462  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Cou nt  Class  Type  Statute . . . Arrest. Charge  Description . . Jnchoate 

[1]  4  F  720  ILCS  570.0/402-C  Pcs  -  Possession  -  Less  Than  15  Grms  -  Heroin 


•COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

Statute  Charge  Class  Case# 

720-570/407(b)(1 )  MFG/DEL  HEROIN/SCH/PUB  HS/PK  1  2004CR10615 


Disposition:  SENTENCED/ILLINOIS  DEPARTMENT  OF  CORRECTIONS 
Sentence:  DOC  001  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 


Disposition  Date:  03-SEP-2004 
Sentence  Date:  03-SEP-2004 


CONVICTED 


Arrest  Name: 

Date  of  Birth:  ^^1-1980 

DCNorCB:  015727941 
Officer;  HHHH 

.  Co  u  ntjC  la  s  sT  y.pe.  Statute 


—  Ir  ARREST  ■  i.  — ti. 

Arrest  Date:  13-FEB-2004  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  574  E  36THST  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Residence:  IL  60621 

Officer  Badge#:  12678  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 

A  r rest  Charge  Description  . Jnchoate _ 


CITY-BG-028657 
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[1]  A  M  720 ILCS  5.0/21-5  Criminal  Trespass  To  State  Land 

5COURT  CHARGES^  .  . . . . * . j 

\  Statute  Charge  Class  Case#  \ 

:  720-5/21-5  CRIMINAL  TRESPASS  TO  STAT  1  20041187737  \ 

|  Disposition:  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE  Disposition  Date:  23-APR-2004 

I  Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS  Sentence  Date:  : 


Arrest  Name: 

Date  of  Birth:  ^^^|-1980 

DCNorCB:  015658258 
Officer:  TINSMAN 


Co  u  n  t  C  la  s  s_T Statute . 

[1]  725  ILCS  5.0/110-3 


ARREST 


Arrest  Date:  27-NOV-2003  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  5101  S  WENTWORTH  AVE  CHICAGO,  IL  60609 

Residence:  CHICAGO,  IL  60620 

Officer  Badge#:  7027  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Arrest.  Charge  Description 


Issuance  Of  Warrant 


Inchoate 


ARREST 


Arrest  Name;  HHHliH 
Date  of  Birth:  HHI1980 

DCNorCB:  015620831 
Officer:  ■■ 


Arrest  Date:  21 -OCT-2003  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  007 

Arrest  Address:  6401  S  ABERDEEN  ST  CHICAGO,  IL  60621 

Residence:  CHICAGO,  IL  60620 

Officer  Badge#:  16387  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Count  Class  Type  Statute  Arrest  Charge  Description 

•  IM  I  IIMIMl  IHi  if*  ■  •  •  ■  ■■  ill  III  1  •  •  M  M  M  M  •  MBI  M  til  I  •  991  •  I  I  I  II  I  I  14  Bill  I  III 


Inchoate 


[1] 

B 

M 

625  ILCS  5.0/6-101 

Driving/Never  Issued  License 

[1] 

2 

F 

720  ILCS  5.0/32-1 0-A 

Violation  Ball  Bond  -  Class  1  Conviction 

[1] 

U 

625  ILCS  5.0/3-707 

Insurance  -  Operate  Mtr  Vehicle  Without 

[1] 

L 

9-76-1 60(F) 

Registration  Plates 

COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

Statute  Charge  Class  Case# 

720-5/32-1 0-A  VIOLATION  BAIL  BOND  -  CLA  1  20031296732 

Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE  Disposition  Date:  22-OCT-2003 

Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS  Sentence  Date: 


ARREST 


Arrest  Name:  HHIHH 
Date  of  Birth:  ^^^^1960 

DCNorCB:  015579638 
Officer:  PARHAM 


Arrest  Date:  10-SEP-2003  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  006 

Arrest  Address:  8240  S  ELLIS  AVE  CHICAGO,  IL  60619 

Residence:  \i  60619 

Officer  Badge#:  19167  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Co u n i \C la si &T yjs a  Statute  ^  Arrest. C ha rge  Description  ^  Inchoate 

[1]  A  M  720  ILCS  5.0/1 6-1  -A-1  Theft  -  Property,  Exerts  Unauth  Control  <300 


COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSmON 
Statute 
720-5/1 6-1 -A-1 


Charge 

THEFT  -  PROPERTY,  EXERTS 


Class  Case#  i 
1  20031289414  j 


CITY-BG-028658 
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Disposition;  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE  Disposition  Date:  15-OCT-2003 

Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS  Sentence  Date: 


ARREST 


Arrest  Name: 

Date  of  Birth:  ^^■‘1980 

DCNorCB:  015562854 
Officer:  RICHMOND 


Arrest  Date:  25-AUG-2003  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  006 

Arrest  Address:  8217  S  ELLIS  AVE  CHICAGO.  IL  60619 

Residence:  ^^^^^^^■CHICAGO,  IL  60619 

Officer  Badge#:  15922  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Count  Class  Type  Statute  Arrest  Charge  Description  Inchoate 

[1]  L  10-8-515  Soliciting  Unlawful  Business 


‘ARREST 


Arrest  Name:  | 
Date  of  Birth: 

DCN  or  CB: 
Officer: 


015516997 

HARRIS 


Arrest  Date:  10-JUL-2003  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  3855  S  VINCENNES  AVE  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Residence:  ^^^^^^^^ICHICAGO,  IL  60619 

Officer  Badge#:  18011  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Count  Class  Type  Statute 

i  •  ||  M  |  ■  ■  I  I  M  k  I  I  I  I  Ifi  »  >  if  ■  eiH'i*  *  ■  V 

[1 1 ]  _BM  625  ILCS  5. 0/6-1 01 
[1]  A  M  720  ILCS  5.0/21-2 
[1]  U  625  ILCS  5.0/3-707 


.  -P.®  ?RrJ  . 

Drivlng/Never  Issued  License 
Criminal  Trespass  To  Vehicles 
Insurance  -  Operate  Mtr  Vehicle  Without 


Inchoate 


•COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 
Statute 
720-5/21-2 


Charge 

CRIMINAL  TRESPASS  TO  VEHI 


Class  Case# 

1  20031244882 


Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE 
Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 


Disposition  Date:  13-AUG-2003 
Sentence  Date: 


ARREST 


Arrest  Name: 
Date  of  Birth: 

DCN  or  CB; 
Officer: 


015512573 

MANOJLOVIC 


Arrest  Date:  05-JUL-2003  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  006 

Arrest  Address:  8240  S  ELLIS  AVE  CHICAGO,  IL  60619 

Residence:  ^^^^^^^^^^|CHICAGO,  IL  60619 

Officer  Badge#:  9119  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Count  Class  Type  Statute 
[1]  X  F  720  ILCS  5.0/1 8-4-A-3 


Arrest.  Charge  Description . 

Vehicular  Hijacking  -  Agg  -  Weapon 


Jnchoate 


Arrest  Name: 

Date  of  Birth:  ^^■1980 

DCNorCB:  015144810 
Officer:  MACON 

CountCiassJ ype.  Statute . 

[1]  725  ILCS  5.0/110-3 


ARREST 


Arrest  Date:  07-JUN-2002  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  CENTRAL  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  574  E  BROWNING  AVE  CHICAGO,  IL 

Residence:  CHICAGO,  IL 

Officer  Badge#:  3782  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Arrest  Charge  Description 


Issuance  Of  Warrant 


Jnchoate  .  . 


CITY-BG-028659 
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ARREST 


Arrest  Name:  BHHIH 
Date  of  Birth:  ^^■-1980 

DCNorCB:  015118205 
Officer:  JONES 


Arrest  Date:  12-MAY-2002  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  574  E  36TH  PL  CHICAGO,  IL 

Residence:  CHICAGO,  IL 

Officer  Badge#:  19462  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Count_Cla  ssT  Statute . 

[1]  A  M  720 ILCS  5.0/21-5 


n 


Criminal  Trespass  To  State  Land 


Inchoate 


COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

Statute  Charge  Class  Case# 

720-5/21  -5  CRIMINAL  TRESPASS  TO  STAT  1  20021244371 

Disposition:  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE  Disposition  Date:  08-JUL-2002 

Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS  Sentence  Date: 


ARREST 


Arrest  Name:  HHHHB 
Date  of  Birth:  ^^Hl980 

DCNorCB:  015096771 
Officer:  DAL  PONTE 


Arrest  Date:  1 9-APR-2002  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  574  E  BROWNING  AV  CHICAGO,  IL 

Residence:  ^^^^^^^^^^|CHICAGO,  IL 

Officer  Badge#:  18823  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Co  u  n  t  JC  ia  s  sT  yjD  e_  Statute . 

[1]  A  M  720  ILCS  5.0/21-5 


Arrest^  Cha rcje  Description 


Criminal  Trespass  To  State  Land 


Inchoate 


COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITIGN 

Statute  Charge  Class  Case# 

720-6/21  -5(A)  CRIMINAL  TRESPASS  TO  STAT  1  20021233290 

Disposition ;  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE  Disposition  Date:  04-JUN-2002 

Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS  Sentence  Date: 


Arrest  Name: 
Date  of  Birth: 

DCN  or  CB: 
Officer: 


015086040 

VINSON 


.  C  0  u  nt  JC  [a  ssT  y^e_  Statute . 

[1]  L  10-8-515 


ARREST 


Arrest  Date:  09-APR-2002  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  574  E  BROWNING  AV  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Residence:  IL  60636 

Officer  Badge#:  1 7066  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


.  Arrest. Charge  Description 


Soliciting  Unlawful  Business 


. .Jnchtjate 


ARREST 


Arrest  Name: 

Date  of  Birth:  ^^■-1980 

DCNorCB:  015004682 
Officer;  GROBLA 


Arrest  Date:  13-JAN-2002  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  610  E  PERSHING  RD  CHICAGO,  IL 

Residence:  6440  S  LAFLIN  ST  CHICAGO,  IL 

Officer  Badge#:  1 1 686  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


OquntCl0S3jy/;e_  Statu  te 


Arrest_C harge  Description  _ 


Inchoate 


CITY-BG-028660 
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[1]  A  M  720 ILCS  5.0/21-5 


Criminal  Trespass  To  State  Land 


COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 
Statute 
:  720-5-21 -A 


Charge 

CRIMINAL  TRESPASS  TO  STAT 


20021186936 


Disposition:  SENTENCED/COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF  CORRECTIONS  Disposition  Date:  28-FEB-2002 

Sentence:  JAIL  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  002  DAYS  Sentence  Date.  28-FEB-2002 


Disposition:  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE 

Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 


Disposition  Date:  28-FEB-2002 
Sentence  Date: 


CONVICTED 


■ARREST 


Arrest  Name:  HHMI 
Date  of  Birth: 

DCNorCB:  014749017 
Officer:  OSBORN 


cou  r.L9!??,s-Tyj2?-  statute . . . . 

[1]  4  F  720  ILCS  570.0/402-C 


Arrest  Date:  03-APR-2001  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  576  e  38  PL  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Residence:  CHICAGO,  IL 

Officer  Badge#:  8137  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


.  A[[f ?*, £ harge  Description . g . . 

Pcs  -  Possession  -  Less  Than  15  Grms  -  Heroin 


Inchoate 


COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

Statute 

720  ILCS  570.0/402-C 

Disposition:  NOLLE  PROSEQUI 
Sentence: 


Charge  ( 

PCS  -  POSSESSION  -  LESS  THAN  15  GRMS  -  HEROIN 

Disposition  Date:  09-A PR-2001 
Sentence  Date: 


Case# 

01-117253 


1  ARREST 


Arrest  Name:  HHHIiHHH 
Date  of  Birth:  ^^1-1980 

DCNorCB:  014710024 
Officer:  SMITH 

C  ou  nt£  JassJyjje^ Statute 
[1]  A  M  720  ILCS  5.0/1 2-3-A-2 


Arrest  Date:  19-FEB-2001  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  $39  e  37  ST  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Residence:  ^^^^^^^■CHICAGO,  IL  60636 

Officer  Badge#:  18905  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


,  Arrest  Charge 

Battery  -  Make  Physical  Contact 


Inchoate 


COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSSTION 
Statute 
720-5/1 2-3-A -2 


Charge 


BATTERY  -  MAKE  PHYSICAL  C 


20011437114 


Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE 
Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 


Disposition  Date ;  02-MAR-2001 
Sentence  Date: 


Arrest  Name: 

Date  of  Birth:  ^^H-ISSO 

DCNorCB:  014678497 
Officer:  SHANNON  JR 

.9.?  y  Statute . 

[1]  L  10-8-515 


"  ARREST  ”  — 

Arrest  Date:  1 3-JAN-2001  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  638  E  38  PL  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Residence:  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Officer  Badge#:  2997  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Arres^ Charge  Description 
Soliciting  Unlawful  Business 


Inchoate 


CITY-BG-028661 
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COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

statute  Charge 

10-8-515  SOLICITIN< 

Disposition:  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE 

Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 


Charge 

SOLICITING  UNLAWFUL  BUSIN 


Class  Case# 

1  20011192375 


Disposition  Date:  06-MAR-2001 
Sentence  Date: 


■ARREST 


Arrest  Name: 

Date  of  Birth:  ^^■-1980 

DCNorCB:  014652740 
Officer:  JONES 

co . ,, 

[1]  C  M  720 ILCS  550.0/4-A 


COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

Statute 

720-550/4 


Arrest  Date:  08-DEC-2000  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  638  E  38  PL  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Residence:  ^^^^^■CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Officer  Badge#:  14896  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


b  Arra srt  Charge  Description . 

Cannabis  -  Possess  Less  Than  2.5  Grms 


Charge 

CANNABIS  -  POSSESS  LESS  T 


Inchoate 


Class  Case# 

1  20001346553 


Disposition:  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE 

Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 


Disposition  Date:  10-JAN-2001 
Sentence  Date: 


■ARREST 


Arrest  Name:  HHHH 
Date  of  Birth: 

DCN  or  CB:  014641341 
Officer:  CAVERS 


Count  Class  Type  Statute 

k  ■  «  t  I  II  P|«*f  |B| 

tu  A  Wl  720  ILCS  5.0/28-1 


Arrest  Date:  24-NOV-2000  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  616  E  38  PL  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Residence:  ^^^^^■CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Officer  Badge#:  6960  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


.  £  !?? 19?.  .9??Srj  pjtion  o 

Gambling 


Inchoate 


COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

Statute 

Charge 

Class 

Case# 

720-5.0/28-1 

GAMBLING 

1 

20001331274 

Disposition:  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE 

Disposition  Date:  22-JAN-2001 

Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 

Sentence  Date: 

J  ARREST 


Arrest  Name:  | 

Date  of  Birth:  ^^■>198 

DCNorCB:  014498280 
Officer:  HAYES 


Arrest  Date:  04-JUN-2000  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  009 

Arrest  Address:  237  W  37  PL  CHICAGO,  IL  60609 

Residence:  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Officer  Badge#:  7308  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


in 

A 

M  720  ILCS  550.0/4 

Possess  Cannabis 

[i] 

A 

625  ILCS  5.0/6-101 

Driver'S  License  Expired  More  Than  6  Months 

in 

U 

625  ILCS  5.0/3-707 

Insurance  -  Operate  Mtr  Vehicle  Without 

CITY-BG-028662 
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iCOURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

i  statute  Charge  Class  Cage#  ! 

j  625 ILCS  5.0/3-707  OPERATE  UNINSURED  MTR  VEHICLE  00197775  j 

:  Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE  Disposition  Date:  05-JUN-2000  { 

\  Sentence:  Sentence  Date:  ■ 

Icoii  RT  CH  ARGES/DYsPOSrriON  * " 1  ‘ ‘ 

i  statute  Charge  Class  Case#  : 

:  625  ILCS  5.0/6-101  DRIVER  MUST  HAVE  LICENSE/PERMIT  00197775  \ 

!  Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE  Disposition  Date:  05-JUN-2000  j 

:  Sentence:  Sentence  Date:  j 

.  . . HiimimaniiiimiiiiBmiiiiiiinn 

{COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION  | 

I  Statute  Charge  Class  Case#  • 

j  720  ILCS  550.0/4  POSSESS  CANNABIS  00197775  { 

|  Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE  Disposition  Date:  05-JUN-2000 

:  Sentence:  Sentence  Date:  : 

•COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSmON 

{  Statute  Charge  Class  Case#  j 

{  720-550.0/4  POSSESS  CANNABIS  1  20001197775  { 

:  Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE  Disposition  Date:  14-JUN-2000 

:  Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS  Sentence  Date: 


ARREST 


Arrest  Name:  ■HHHHI 
Date  of  Birth:  ^^■-1983 

DCN  or  CB:  014456416 
Officer:  GOSTON 


Arrest  Date:  14-APR-2000  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  3860  S  LANGLEY  AV  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Residence:  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Officer  Badge#:  8925  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Co  u  nt  CIsssType^  Statute . 

[1]  A  M  720  ILCS  5.0/21-2 


ArreMCha rge  Description 
Criminal  Trespass  To  Vehicles 


Inchoate ^ 


COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

Statute 

Charge 

Qless  Case# 

720  ILCS  5.0/21-2 

CRIMINAL  TRESPASS  TO  VEHICLES 

Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE 

Disposition  Date:  24-APR-2000 

Sentence: 

Sentence  Date: 

ARREST 


Arrest  Name:  HHIHH 
Date  of  Birth:  ^^^|1980 

DCN  or  CB:  014255474 
Officer:  WEBSTER 


Arrest  Date:  02-AUG-1999  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  606  E  38  PL  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Residence:  CHICAGO,  IL  60636 

Officer  Badge#:  18805  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


_  Co  u  nt  C  las  sT  yp  e_  Statute  . ; . 

[1]  A  M  720  ILCS  5.0/28-1 


.  A[restt Cha rge  Description  _ 

Gambling 


Inchoate 


■COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION  i 

\  Statute  Charge  Class  Case#  ; 

CITY-BG-028663 
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720  5.0/26-1  GAMBLING 

Disposition:  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE 

Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 


1  19991279881 


Disposition  Date:  09-SEP-1999 
Sentence  Date; 


1  ARREST 


Arrest  Name:  HBHHi 
Date  of  Birth:  ^^H-1980 

DCN  or  CB:  014246981 
Officer:  STOLL 


Arrest  Date:  22-JUL-1999  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  021 

Arrest  Address:  714  e  38  PL  CHICAGO,  IL  00000 

Residence:  ^^^^^^^^■CHICAGO,  IL  60636 

Officer  Badge#:  3837  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Count  Class  Type  Statute 


.  Alt®  JJ*  StS  19.®  .9.®  ?  . . . J  nch  0  ate  4 


[1]  1  F  720 ILCS  570.0/402  Poss.  Control  Subst-Cocaine 


COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

Statute 

720  570/402 

Disposition:  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE 


Charge 


Class  Case# 

1  19991155597 


Disposition  Date:  16-SEP-1999 
Sentence  Date: 


Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS  Sentence  Date: 

rent  iimnmmi  1 1111111111111  ■iimimiimiiiitMiiimiiiiitiiiaiiQiimiiimiiMmiimitiiiiitiiiii  mBimmmamii  miiimmtiiiiimitimimiiii 

COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

Statute  Charge  Class  Case# 


Statute 

720  ILCS  570/407(B)(2) 


AMT  NARC  SCHED  l/ll/SCH/HS/PK 


Class  Case# 

00CR-14732 


Disposition:  INDICTMENT/INFORMATION  FILED  &  SET  FOR  ASSIGNMENT  njsnosition  Date  Ofi-JUM  20no 
(CRIMINAL  DIVISION)  P  06-JUN-200Q 

Sentence:  Sentence  Date: 

iiiiMMiimiiiBiiiiikiiiiniiiiiiiiiiMiiiiiiiiiiimmiiiniMiiiiiitiiiiiniiiiiiiMiiiiiisiiiiiiiiiiiiimiiiiiMimiiMiifiiiitmiMtriiimiiiiiiiiimiiii 

COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 


Statute  Charge  Class 

720-570/401 (D)  OTHER  AMT  NARCOTIC  SCHED  l&ll  1 

Disposition:  SENTENCED/ILLINOIS  DEPARTMENT  OF  CORRECTIONS  Disposition  Date:  24-OCT-2000 


OTHER  AMT  NARCOTIC  SCHED  l&ll 


1  2000CR14732 


Sentence:  DOC  003  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 


Disposition:  SENTENCED/PROBATION 

Sentence:  PROBATION  000  YEARS  30  MONTHS  000  DAYS 


Sentence  Date.  17-APR-2001 


Disposition  Date:  24-OCT-2000 
Sentence  Dale.  24-OCT-2000 


CONVICTED 


CONVICTED 


iiiiiiiiimiiiiBiiiiMiiniiiimimmiiMMiiiiiimiiiiiimiiiiiiiiiiiimiiiiiiiimiiiiiiiiiiimiiiiMiiiiiiitiiiiiiiimiiniiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiBeiiiiiiiiiiii 

COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

Statute  Charge  Class  Case# 


Statute 

720-570/407(B)(2) 

Disposition:  FINDING  OF  NOT  GUILTY 


AMT  NARC  SCHED  l/ll/SCH/HS/PK 


Class  Case# 

1  2000CR14732 


Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 
Disposition:  PROBATION  -  REVOKED 

Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 


Disposition  Date:  24-OCT-2000 
Sentence  Date: 

Disposition  Date:  24-OCT-2000 
Sentence  Date: 


iminmmiiiimf  iiiniiiii  m  turn  iiiiiiim  mimiiiitiimiiiimH  iimiimimiiiimmmmui  iiiiiui  miiiiiiimimimiimmiMimiimii mi 

COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION  j 

Statute  Charge  Class  Case#  : 


SMute 

720-S70l40t(D) 


MFG/DEL  CONTROLLED  SUBSTANCE 


00CR-1 4732 


Disposition:  INDICTMENT/INFORMATION  FILED  &  SET  FOR  ASSIGNMENT  Di$position  Dgte:  06.JUN-2000 
Sentence:  Sentence  Date: 


CITY-BG-028664 
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!  Sentence:  DOC  25  DAYS  Sentence  Date:  04-SEP-1998  CONVICTED  j 

. . . 

tCOURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION  \ 

I  Statute  Charge  Class  Case#  • 


-  ARREST  ■— 

Arrest  Name:  Arrest  Date:  03-AUG-1998  Holding  Facility: 

Date  of  Birth:  980  Arrest  Address: 


DCNorCB:  011138770 

Residence: 

H  CHICAGO,  IL  60636-0000 

Officer: 

Officer  Badge#: 

Arresting  Agency: 

Count  Class  Type  Statute 

Arrest  Charge  Description 

Inchoate 

[1]  A  M  720 ILCS  5.0/12-3.2 

Domestic  Battery 

■COURT  CHARGES/biSPOSlflON 

•  Statute 

Charge 

Class  Case#  * 

!  720  5/12-3.2 

- 

0  19981338755  : 

j  Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE 

Disposition  Date:  28-AUG-1998 

!  Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS 

Sentence  Date:  ■ 

!  i  it  ii  ii  in  iiiiiiiiii  MiiiiniiftJl  tmitmmii  n  min  nun 

iCOURT  CHARGES/D  IMPOSITION 

iiiiniiimiiiinnii  mammiiiimi  mimimmiimiinmimm 

i  Statute 

Charge 

Class  Case#  ■ 

|  DOM  BATT 

DOMESTIC  BATTERY 

98-306562  \ 

1  Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE 

Disposition  Date:  19-AUG-1998 

i  Sentence: 

Sentence  Date: 

*  *  *End  of  Report*  *  * 


This  Chicago  Police  Department  IR  rap-sheet  should  not  replace  the  use  of  the  Illinois  State  Police  statewide  criminal  history 
transcript,  which  may  contain  additional  criminal  history  data  and  can  be  obtained  by  performing  a  CQR1  inquiry  via  your 
LEADS  terminal. 


15-JUL-2005  15:05  Requested  by: 


CITY-BG-028666 
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5/24/2019 


View  Report 


Investigation  Conflict  Certification 

I  hereby  certify  that  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  neither  I,  nor  my  spouse  or  domestic  partner,  my  parent,  my  sibling  or  my  child 

(hereinafter  my  household  or  immediate  family),  has  a  personal,  professional  (outside  of  Department  business)  or  financial  relationship  with  the  victim/subject/detainee(s), 
reporting  parties,  accused/involved  department  member(s),  witness  department  member(s),  or  civilian  witness(es). 

I  further  certify  that  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  the  resolution  of  the  matter  under  investigation  will  not  positively  or  negatively  affect  my 
financial  interests  or  the  financial  interest  of  any  member  of  my  household  or  immediate  family. 

I  acknowledge  that  I  must  disclose  to  the  head  of  the  Internal  Affairs  Division  or  the  head  of  the  Independent  Police  Review  Authority, 
in  writing,  the  acquisition  of  any  financial  interest  or  the  development  or  the  discovery  of  any  personal  interest  that  would  directly  affect 
my  ability  to  conduct  an  impartial  objective  investigation  and  render  unbiased  decisions  concerning  the  matter  under  investigation. 

I  acknowledge  that  I  must  disclose  to  the  head  of  the  Internal  Affairs  Division  or  the  head  of  the  Independent  Police  Review  Authority, 
in  writing,  the  discovery  that  a  member  of  my  household  or  immediate  family  has  a  personal,  professional  or  financial  relationship  with  the 
victim/subject/detainee(s),  reporting  parties,  accused/involved  department  member(s),  witness  department  member(s),  or  civilian  witness(es) 
or  if  a  member  of  my  household  or  immediate  family  will  be  positively  or  negatively  affected  by  the  resolution  of  the  matter  under  investigation. 

Signed  by 

Detailed  Unit  N/A 

Signed  by  MILLER,  JAMES  Star  No.  N/A  Employee  No. 

Entered  Date/Time  22-JAN-2018  13:03  Position  INVESTIGATOR  3  COPA  Assigned  Unit  113 


User: 

Module:  15280  $R 


evision:  1.252 


$ 
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View  Report 


Investigation  Conflict  Certification 

I  hereby  certify  that  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  neither  I,  nor  my  spouse  or  domestic  partner,  my  parent,  my  sibling  or  my  child 

(hereinafter  my  household  or  immediate  family),  has  a  personal,  professional  (outside  of  Department  business)  or  financial  relationship  with  the  victim/subject/detainee(s), 
reporting  parties,  accused/involved  department  member(s),  witness  department  member(s),  or  civilian  witness(es). 

I  further  certify  that  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  the  resolution  of  the  matter  under  investigation  will  not  positively  or  negatively  affect  my 
financial  interests  or  the  financial  interest  of  any  member  of  my  household  or  immediate  family. 

I  acknowledge  that  I  must  disclose  to  the  head  of  the  Internal  Affairs  Division  or  the  head  of  the  Independent  Police  Review  Authority, 
in  writing,  the  acquisition  of  any  financial  interest  or  the  development  or  the  discovery  of  any  personal  interest  that  would  directly  affect 
my  ability  to  conduct  an  impartial  objective  investigation  and  render  unbiased  decisions  concerning  the  matter  under  investigation. 

I  acknowledge  that  I  must  disclose  to  the  head  of  the  Internal  Affairs  Division  or  the  head  of  the  Independent  Police  Review  Authority, 
in  writing,  the  discovery  that  a  member  of  my  household  or  immediate  family  has  a  personal,  professional  or  financial  relationship  with  the 
victim/subject/detainee(s),  reporting  parties,  accused/involved  department  member(s),  witness  department  member(s),  or  civilian  witness(es) 
or  if  a  member  of  my  household  or  immediate  family  will  be  positively  or  negatively  affected  by  the  resolution  of  the  matter  under  investigation. 

Signed  by 

Detailed  Unit  N/A 

Signed  by  WHITMER,  JAMES  Star  No.  N/A  Employee  No. 

Entered  Date/Time  30-APR-2018  11:03  Position  INVESTIGATOR  Assigned  Unit  113 


User: 

Module:  15280  $R 


evision:  1.252 


$ 
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CPD-31903C  (REV.  7/04) 


CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 

3510  South  Michigan  Avenue/Chicago,  Illinois 
60653 

Identification  Section 


CRIMINAL  HISTORY  REPORT 


»>  CONVICTED  «< 


IR  #  639455 

SID#  23734090 
FBI  #  278942EA9 
IDOC  # 

Current  Arrest  Information: 

Date  of  Birth:  959 

Age:  54  years 

Place  of  Birth:  ILLINOIS 

Drivers  License  #: 

Drivers  Lie.  State: 

Scars,  Marks  &Tattoos: 


CPD  photo 


MALE 
BLACK 
5'09” 
187  lbs 
EYES  :  BRO 

HAIR  :  BLK 
HAIR  STYLE  : 
SHORT 
COMPLEXION  : 

MED 


Key  Historical  Identifiers: 


Date  Used 

28-APR-2Q07 

25-NOV-2002 

01 -APR-1 996 

07-AUG-1994 

30-JUL-1994 

17-DEC-1984 

20-MAY-1982 


Not  Available 
:^^Hl959 


Criminal  Justice  Summary:  Total  arrests:  22  (7  Felony,  1 1  Misdemeanor)  Total  convictions:  1 


Arrest  Name: 


Date  of  Birth:  ^^^^|1959 
DCNorCB:  018854578 
Officer:  NEWMAN 


. ARREST 

15-MAR- 

Arrest  Date:  2QU  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  548  E  45TH  ST  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Residence:  |  DR  CHICAGO,  IL  60615 

Officer  Badge#:  6517  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Count  Class  Type  Statute  Arrest  Charge  Description  Inchoate 

[1]  4  F  720  ILCS  570.0/402-C  Pcs  -  Possession  -  Poss  Amt  Con  Sub  Except  (A)(D)  OFFENSE  AS  CITED 


■COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 
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Statute  Charge  Class  Case#  j 

720-570/402-C  PCS  -  POSSESSION  -  POSS  AMT  C  M  14110950501: 


■Disposition:  FINDING  -  NO  PROBABLE  CAUSE  -  DISMISSED  Disposition  Date:  01  -APR-2014 

: Sentence :  Sentence  Date: 


Arrest  Name: 


i 


Date  of  Birth:  ^^■>1959 
DCNorCB:  018707613 
Officer:  PURCHES 


. ARREST  — . . .  . 

Arrest  Date:  23-JUL-2013  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  4701  S  COTTAGE  GROVE  AVE  #311  CHICAGO,  IL  60615 
Residence:  |  DR  CHICAGO,  IL  60615 

Officer  Badge#:  19337  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Count  Class  Type  Statute 


Arrest  Charge  Description 


Inchoate 


[1]  B  M  720 ILCS  5.0/21 -3-A-2  Criminal  Trespass  To  Land 


OFFENSE  AS  CITED 


COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

Statute 

Charge 

Class  Case#  i 

720-5/21 -3-A-2 

CRIMINAL  TRESPASS  TO  LAND 

M  13119361501 j 

Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE 

Disposition  Date:  03-SEP-2013  j 

Sentence: 

Sentence  Date :  : 

Arrest  Name: 
Date  of  Birth: 
DCNorCB: 
Officer: 


016898606 

PTASZKOWSKI 


. """ARREST  — 

Arrest  Date:  23-MAY-2007  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  300  E  29TH  ST  CHICAGO,  IL  60616 
Residence:  |  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Officer  Badge#:  14885  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Count  Class  Type  Statute 


Arrest  Charge  Description 


Inchoate 


Hi 

C 

M 

720  ILCS  5,0/1 2-1 -A 

Assault  -  Simple 

OFFENSE  AS  CITED 

in 

B 

M 

720  ILCS  5,0/21 -3-A-2 

Criminal  Trespass  To  Land 

OFFENSE  AS  CITED 

COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

Statute  Charge 

720-5/1 2-1  -A  ASSAULT  -  SIMPLE 

Disposition :  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE 
Sentence: 


Class  Case# 

M  07124694201 


Disposition  Date:  20-JUN-2007 
Sentence  Date: 


j, Disposition :  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE  Disposition  Date:  20-JUN-2007 

Sentence:  Sentence  Date: 

COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION  “ 

Class  Case# 

M  07124694201 


Statute 


Charge 

CRIMINAL  TRESPASS  TO  LAND 


720-5/21 -3-A-2 

'Disposition:  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE 

:  Sentence: 


i Disposition :  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE 

Sentence: 


Disposition  Date:  20-JUN-2007 
Sentence  Date: 

Disposition  Date:  20-JUN-2007 
Sentence  Date: 
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Arrest  Name:  HHHKH 
Date  of  Birth: 

DCNorCB:  016872772 
Officer:  THOMPSON 


ARREST  . . . . - . . 

Arrest  Date:  28-APR-2007  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  4719  S  COTTAGE  GROVE  A VE  CHICAGO,  IL  60615 
Residence:  ■  |  |  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Officer  Badge#:  16744  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Count  Class  Type  Statute 


Arrest  Charge  Description 


inchoate 


[1]  B  M  720 ILCS  5.0/21  -3-A-2  Criminal  Trespass  To  Land 


OFFENSE  AS  CITED 


jCOURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION  j 

:  Statute  Charge  Class  Case#  ; 

j  720-5/21 -3-A-2  CRIMINAL  TRESPASS  TO  LAND  M  07121395801! 


j  Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE  Disposition  Date:  07-JUN-2007 

: Sentence :  Sentence  Date: 


ARREST 


Arrest  Name:  I 

Date  of  Birth: 

DCNorCB:  016809503 
Officer:  HILL 


Arrest  Date:  23-FEB-2007  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  3700  S  VINCENNES  AVE  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 
Residence:  ■  |  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

Officer  Badge#:  6365  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Count  Class  Type  Statute 

[1]  4  F  720  ILCS  570.0/402-C 


Arrest  Charge  Description 

Pcs  -  Possession  -  Less  Than  15  Grms  -  Heroin 


Inchoate 


OFFENSE  AS  CITED 


jCOURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION  j 

:  Statute  Charge  Class  Case#  i 

I  720-570/402-C  PCS  -  POSSESSION  -  LESS  T  M  07111054801! 


ji Disposition :  FINDING  -  NO  PROBABLE  CAUSE  -  DISMISSED  Disposition  Date:  14-MAR-2007 

: Sentence :  Sentence  Date: 


Arrest  Name:  fl 

Date  of  Birth: 

DCNorCB:  016720346 
Officer:  MOY 


ARREST  . . 

Arrest  Date:  16-NOV-2006  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  2810  S  MICHIGAN  AVE  CHICAGO,  IL  60616 
Residence:  CHICAGO,  IL  60615 

Officer  Badge#:  16057  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Count  Class  Type  Statute 
[1]  -  725  ILCS  5.0/110-3 


Arrest  Name: 
Date  of  Birth: 


Arrest  Charge  Description 
Issuance  Of  Warrant 

ARREST 


Inchoate 

OFFENSE  AS  CITED 


Arrest  Date:  10-OCT-2006  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 

Arrest  Address:  4722  S  EVANS  AVE  CHICAGO,  IL  60615 
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DCNorCB:  016684150 
Officer:  SONLEY 


Count  Class  Type  Statute 
[1]  -  725  ILCS  5.0/110-3 


Arrest  Name:  fl 

Date  of  Birth:  ^^^■~1959 
DCNorCB:  015870074 
Officer:  JONES 


Count  Class  Type  Statute 
[1]  -  725  ILCS  5.0/110-3 


Arrest  Name:  FORD,  WILLIAM  C 
Date  of  Birth:  ^^^^|1959 
DCNorCB:  015779214 
Officer:  JONES 


Count  Class  Type  Statute 

[1]  A  M  720  ILCS  5/8-4 


Arrest  Name: 


I 


Date  of  Birth:  959 

DCNorCB:  015727474 
Officer:  SOTO  JR 


Count  Class  Type  Statute 

[1]  4  F  720  ILCS  570.0/402-C 


Arrest  Name:  HHBHH 
Date  of  Birth:  ;^^^|1959 
DCNorCB;  015492891 
Officer:  BIGGANE 


Count  Class  Type  Statute 
[1]  4  F  720  ILCS  570.0/402-C 


Arrest  Name: 


Residence:  I  CHICAGO,  IL 

Officer  Badge#:  9583  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 

Arrest  Charge  Description  Inchoate 

Issuance  Of  Warrant  OFFENSE  AS  CITED 

■  ARREST  ^ — — — — 


Arrest  Date: 
Arrest  Address: 
Residence: 


02-JUL-2004  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  CENTRAL  MALE 
4719  S_  COTTAGE  GROVE  AVE  CHICAGO,  IL  60615 

I  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 


Officer  Badge#:  5984  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Arrest  Charge  Description  Inchoate 

Issuance  Of  Warrant 


ARREST 


Arrest  Date: 
Arrest  Address: 
Residence: 


03-APR-2004  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 
574  E  36TH  ST  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 

:HICAGO,  IL  60653 


Officer  Badge#:  19462  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Arrest  Charge  Description  Inchoate 

Attempt  -  Pcs  -  Possession  -  Less  Than  15  Grms  -  Heroin  ATTEMPT 

ARREST  . . . 


Arrest  Date: 
Arrest  Address: 
Residence: 


1 2-FEB-2004  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  009 
4800  S  PRINCETON  AVE  CHICAGO,  IL  60609 
I  CHICAGO,  IL  60609 


Officer  Badge#:  15061  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Arrest  Charge  Description  Inchoate 

Pcs  -  Possession  -  Less  Than  15  Grms  -  Heroin  OFFENSE  AS  CITED 

ARREST .  . 


Arrest  Date: 
Arrest  Address: 
Residence: 


14-JUN-2003  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 
3850  S  FEDERAL  ST  CHICAGO,  IL  60609 
:HICAGO,  IL  60653 


Officer  Badge#:  19065  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Arrest  Charge  Description  Inchoate 

Pcs  -  Possession  -  Less  Than  15  Grms  -  Heroin 

ARREST  ^ 

Arrest  Date:  25-NOV-2002  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  002  MALE 
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■Sentence:  JAIL  000  YEARS  04  MONTHS  000  DAYS 


Sentence  Date:  21-JUL-2000 


ARREST 


Arrest  Name:  FORD,  WILLIAM  C 
Date  of  Birth:  ;^^Hl959 
DCNorCB:  014464464 
Officer:  HOLLISTER 


Arrest  Date:  24-APR-2000  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  006 

Arrest  Address:  112  W  87  ST  CHICAGO,  IL  60620 
Residence:  l|  IL 

Officer  Badge#:  13418  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Count  Class  Type  Statute  Arrest  Charge  Description  Inchoate 

[1]  A  M  720  ILCS  5.0/1 6A-3-A  Retail  Theft  -  Shoplifting  <$150 


jCOURT  CHARGES/D1SPOSITION  \ 

:  Statute  Charge  Class  Case#  j 

:  720-5/1 6 A-3A  0  20001236861; 


\Disposition:  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE  Disposition  Date:  20-JUN-2000 

j Sentence :  NO  SENTENCE  Sentence  Date: 


Arrest  Name: 


I 


Date  of  Birth:  ^^^^0959 
DCNorCB:  010196753 
Officer:  CONNELLY 


ARREST  . 

Arrest  Date:  01-APR-1996  Holding  Facility: 

Arrest  Address:  4405  S  GREENWOOD  AV  CHICAGO,  IL 
Residence:  |  CHICAGO,  IL  60653-0000 

Officer  Badge#:  18873  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Count  Class  Type  Statute  Arrest  Charge  Description  Inchoate 

[1]  A  M  720  ILCS  5.0/12-3.2  Domestic  Battery 


jCOURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION  j 

:  Statute  Charge  Class  Case#  i 

i  625  5-3.707  T5639854  T  96119689601: 

| Disposition:  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE  -  STRICKEN  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE  Disposition  Date:  24-APR-1996  [ 

[Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS  Sentence  Date:  j 

IcOu'rt'cHARG  . """" . . . . . . .  "" . . . . . . .  . . mm,mj 

I  Statute  Charge  Class  Case#  : 

j  625  5-6-303 A  T5639853  T  96119689601: 


jl Disposition :  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE  -  STRICKEN  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE  Disposition  Date:  24-APR-1 996  j 

[Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  000  YEARS  00  MONTHS  000  DAYS  Sentence  Date:  \ 

jCOURT  CHARGES/DISPOSmON . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . j 

j  Statute  Charge  Class  Case#  : 

j  720  5/1 2-3. 2A  -  M  96119689601! 

| Disposition:  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE  -  STRICKEN  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE  Disposition  Date:  24-APR-1996  [ 

j  Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  Sentence  Date:  [ 


ARREST 
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Date  of  Birth: 

DCNorCB:  015305131 
Officer:  SLEEPER 


Arrest  Address:  4659  S  EVANS  AVE  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 
Residence:  ■  |  |  CHICAGO,  IL  60628 

Officer  Badge#:  3890  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Count  ClassType  Statute 

[1]  L  8-4-030 


Arrest  Charge  Description 
Drinking  Alcohol  On  The  Public  Way 


Inchoate 


■ARREST 


Arrest  Name: 

Date  of  Birth: 

DCNorCB:  014998902 
Officer:  ROUDEZ 


Arrest  Date:  07-JAN-2002  Holding  Facility:  RIVERDALE 

Arrest  Address:  1142  E  43  ST  CHICAGO,  IL  60653 
Residence:  l|  IL  60653 

Officer  Badge#:  1350  Arresting  Agency:  RIVERDALE 


Count  ClassType  Statute 
[1]  A  M  625 ILCS  5.0/6-303-A 


Arrest  Charge  Description 
Driving  On  Suspended  License 


Inchoate 

OFFENSE  AS  CITED 


“ARREST 


Arrest  Name: 

Date  of  Birth: 

DCNorCB:  014861269 
Officer:  FIONDA 


Arrest  Date:  05-AUG-2001  Holding  Facility:  RIVERDALE 

Arrest  Address:  13800  S  INDIANA  AVE  RIVERDALE,  IL  60827 

Residence:  |  WKKBKKMtKKKKtKM 

Officer  Badge#:  1030  Arresting  Agency:  RIVERDALE 


Count  ClassType  Statute 
[1]  U  625  ILCS  5.0/3-707 

[1J  P  625  ILCS  5.0/3-701-1 

[1]  A  M  625  ILCS  5.0/6-303-A 


Arrest  Charge  Description 

Insurance  -  Operate  Mtr  Vehicle  Without 

No  Valid  Registration 

Driving  On  Suspended  License 


Inchoate 

OFFENSE  AS  CITED 
OFFENSE  AS  CITED 
OFFENSE  AS  CITED 


“ARREST 


Arrest  Name: 

Date  of  Birth:  ^^^|-1959 
DCN  or  CB:  014570045 
Officer:  WILKE  III 


Arrest  Date:  18-JUN-2000  Holding  Facility:  CPD  -  DISTRICT  008 

Arrest  Address:  6600  S  BELLAV  CHICAGO,  IL  60636 
Residence:  |  H  CHICAGO,  IL  60636 

Officer  Badge#:  18906  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Count  ClassType  Statute 


Arrest  Charge  Description 


inchoate 


[1] 

3 

F  720  ILCS  5.0/24-1 -A -7-11 

Uuw  -  Weapon  -  Rifled 6in  -  Shotgun<18in 

[1] 

L 

8-20-050(A) 

Weapons  Violation  Poss  Sawd-Off  Shotgun 

m 

A 

M  430  ILCS  65.0/2-A-1 

Firearm  W/O  Valid  Foid/Elig 

Class  Case# 

0  2000CR16414 


COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

Statute  Charge 

720-5/24-1. 6{A)(1)3  AGG  UUWA/EHICLE/PREV  CONVCTION 

| Disposition :  PROBATION  -  TERMINATED  -  SATISFACTORY  Disposition  Date:  14-MAR-2001 

Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE  Sentence  Date: 

Disposition:  SENTENCED/COUNTY  DEPARTMENT  OF  CORRECTIONS  Disposition  Date:  21-JUL-2000  (CONVICTED 
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[1]  A  M  UUW  Unlawful  Use  Weapon  {Prior  To  Jan  1995) 


COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

Statute  Charge 

38-24-1 -A(7)  UNLAWFUL  USE  WEAPONS 

Class  Case# 

F  85C00053201 

Disposition:  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE  -  WARRANT 

Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE 

Disposition  Date:  29-JAN-1985 

Sentence  Date: 

Disposition:  PROBATION  -  TERMINATED  -  SATISFACTORY 

Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE 

Disposition  Date:  06-JUN-1988 

Sentence  Date: 

Disposition:  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE  -  WARRANT 

Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE 

Disposition  Date:  02-MAY-1 988 

Sentence  Date: 

Disposition:  BAIL  BOND  FORFEITURE  -  WARRANT 

Sentence:  NO  SENTENCE 

Disposition  Date:  01-FEB-1988 

Sentence  Date: 

ARREST 


Arrest  Name:  HHflHHl 
Date  of  Birth 

DCNorCB:  006465385 
Officer: 


Arrest  Date:  20-NIAY-1982  Holding  Facility: 

Arrest  Address: 

Residence: 

Office  r  Badge#:  Ar restin  g  Age  n  cy : 


Count  Class  Type  Statute  Arrest  Charge  Description  Inchoate 

[1]  A  M  BATT  Battery 

COURT  C H A RG ES/DIS POS I ITION . 

Statute  Charge  Class  Case# 

Disposition:  STRICKEN  FROM  DOCKET  WITH  LEAVE  TO  REINSTATE  Disposition  Date:  20-MAY-1982 

Sentence:  Sentence  Date: 


***End  of  Report*** 


This  Chicago  Police  Department  IR  rap-sheet  should  not  replace  the  use  of  the  Illinois  State  Police  statewide  criminal  history 
transcript,  which  may  contain  additional  criminal  history  data  and  can  be  obtained  by  performing  a  CQR1  inquiry  via  your 
LEADS  terminal. 


20-JUN-2018  13:33  Requested  by:  IL01656ALU 
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Arrest  Name:  | 

Date  of  Birth:  :^^^|-1959 

Arrest  Date:  07-AUG-1994  Holding  Facility: 

Arrest  Address:  1121  E  47  ST  CHICAGO,  IL 

DCN  or  CB:  009799259 

Residence:  m 

H  H  CHICAGO,  IL  60616 

Officer:  PACELLI 

Officer  Badge#:  3286 

Arresting  Agency:  CPD 

Count  Class  Type  Statute 

Arrest  Charge  Description 

Inchoate 

[1]  C  M  ASSLT 

Assault 

Arrest  Name:  | 

Date  of  Birth: 

DCN  or  CB:  009793204 
Officer:  MENDEZ 


. ARREST  — — — — 

Arrest  Date:  30-JUL-1994  Holding  Facility: 

Arrest  Address:  3800  S  VERNON  AV  CHICAGO,  IL 
Residence:  H I  H  IL 

Officer  Badge#:  9497  Arresting  Agency:  CPD 


Count  Class  Type  Statute 

Arrest  Charge  Description 

inchoate 

[1]  1  F  PCS 

Possession  Of  Other  Controlled  Substance 

jCOURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

:  Statute 

Charge 

Class  Case#  : 

[Disposition:  FINDING  -  NO  PROBABLE  CAUSE  -  DISMISSED 

[Sentence: 

Disposition  Date:  26-AUG-1994  i 

Sentence  Date:  i 

-ARREST 


Arrest  Name: 

Date  of  Birth: 

DCN  or  CB:  007752199 
Officer: 


Arrest  Date:  18-FEB-1987  Holding  Facility: 

Arrest  Address: 

Residence:  I  CHICAGO,  IL 

Officer  Badge#:  Arresting  Agency: 


Count  Class  Type  Statute 

[1]  4  F  PCS 


Arrest  Charge  Description 
Possess  Controlled  Substance 


Inchoate 


:COURT  CHARGES/DISPOSITION 

:  Statute  Charge 

l Disposition :  NOLLE  PROSEQUI 
: Sentence : 


Class  Case# 

87116626 


Disposition  Date:  15-APR-1987 
Sentence  Date : 


Arrest  Name:  HHHI 
Date  of  Birth: 

DCN  or  CB:  007258583 
Officer: 


Count  Class  Type  Statute 


. ARREST 

Arrest  Date:  17-DEC-1984  Holding  Facility: 

Arrest  Address: 

Residence:  CHICAGO,  IL  60615 

Officer  Badge#:  Arresting  Agency: 

Arrest  Charge  Description  Inchoate 
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M:  Ct-EARiig 


Home  » Arrest  Report  Search/Print 
This  is  the  Paper  Report 


CB  No.  015779214  JR  No.  639455  RD  No.  Arrest  Date  03-APR-2004  18:00 

Holding  Facility  DISTRICT  002  MALE  LOCKUP 


Unit  of 
Initial  Approval 

Status  IDENT.  CLEARED 
POD  Related? 

Arrestee  Armed  With  [  ] 


Print  [  Logout  |  Help 
^Arrest  Report  Search/Print  || 


Print  JUV  Rap  1 1  Print  Adult  Rap™l:- 
j  <  Return  1 f  Print  || 


Offender  Information 

Last  Name 

Name  Suffix 

Alias  Last  Name 

FBI  No  278942EA9 

Drivers  License  No. 

Resisted  Arrest  ?  NO 
Dependent  wn 

Children? 


First  Name  Middle  Name 

Nickname 

Alias  First  Name 

SID  No  23734090 

Issuing  State  [ }  US  Veteran?  [  ] 

TRR  Completed?  NO 

DCFS  Ward?  NO 


Mugshot 


[  View  All  3 


Gang  Affiliation  (Gang  Arrest  Card) 

Gang  Name  Faction  Name 

Unlisted  Gang  Name 

Rank  Role  Known  Hangout 

Self  Admitted 


Offender  Description 

Birth  Place  ILLINOIS 
Sex  MALE 

Hair  Color  BLACK 
Height  507 

Occupation 


Offender  Scar  Marks 

No  Records  Found 

Offender  Identifications 

no  data  found 

Arrest  /  Offender  Address 

Type  Location  Address  _ _ County  Beat  Phone  CHA  Property 

Arrest  Cha  Hallway/Stairwell/Elevator  574  East  36th  St  Chicago  JL  60653  21 2 

Residence  Chicago  I L  60653  2123 

row(s)  1  -  2  of  2 


Birth  Date 
Race 
Hair  Style 
Weight 


1959 


Employer  /  School 


Age  44  (Yrs) 

Eye  Color  BROWN 
Complexion  LIGHT 


Non  Offender  Information 

No  Records  Found 

Non  Offender  Addresses 

No  Records  Found 

Non  Offender  Additional  Contact  Numbers 
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No  Records  Found. 

Non  Offender  Injuries 

No  Records  Found 

ASA  Felony  /ADS  /  Detective  Information 

No  Records  Found 


Offense 

Line  IUCR  Statute 


rT  Inchoate 
1  Code 


1 


720  ILCS  5/8-4  Attempt  -  Pcs  -  Possession  -  Less  Than  15 
Grms  -  Heroin 


A  M  Attempt 


Domestic 

Violence 


Victim 


Amended/Amended  to  Line 
No 


row(s)  1  - 1  of  1 


Recovered  Narcotics 

No  Records  Found 

Arrestee  Questionnaire 

no  data  found 

Visual  Check  of  Arrestee 

No  Records  Found. 

Lockup  Keeper  Remarks 

Lockup  Keeper  Response 
Referred  To 

Placed  in  one  person  cell  ?  NO  Placed  under  close  observation?  NO 


Warrants  Information 

No  Records  Found. 

No  Records  Found. 

Associated  Arrests 

No  Record  Found. 

Associated  Cases 
RD  Number 
HK279970 
row{s)  1  - 1  of  1 


Dispersal  Events 

Dispersal  Event  No.  Arrest  Event  No. 


Mission  Number 

Mission  No. 


Arrestee  Vehicle  Information 


Year 

Mode!  Make  Type 

Style  [J  Top  Color  []  Bottom  Color  [  ] 

Vin  No  Inventory  No 
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Vehicle  License  Information 

License  No  License  State  [  ]  Expiry  Date 
Used  as  Weapons?  NO  Disposition 
Vehicle  Impounded?  NO 
Towing  Agency 
Tow  Report  No. 


Transport  Information 

PO*s  Assigned  to  Vehicle  Transport  Beat  Transport  Time 


Involved  Employees  Information 

Employee  Role  Last  Name  First  Name  Employee  No.  Star  No.  Agency  Name  Beat 


1st  Arresting  Officer 

JONES 

Alvin 

19462 

2nd  Arresting  Officer  YOUNG  JR  Kenneth 

17931 

Lockup  Keeper 

DUMAS 

Paul 

9182 

Searched  By 

DUMAS 

Paul 

9182 

Booking  Officer 

DAVIS 

Torrance 

Fingerprinted  By 

LANG 

Shannon 

row{$)  1  -  6  of  6 


Approval  Information 

No  Record  Found. 

Interview  Logs 

No  Record  Found. 

Visitor  Logs 

No  Record  Found. 

Booking  Information 

Fingerprints  Taken  ?  Yes 
Palmprints  Taken?  [] 

Time  Printed  03-APR-2004  19:04  Time  Photographed  03-APR-2004  18:48  Time  Fed 

Cell  No.  Phone  Number  Called  Time  Called 

Received  In  Lockup 


Court  Information 

Court  Sergeant  ?  NO  Released  from  Holding  Facility. 

Desired  Court  Date  Desired  Branch  Call  Room  No.  Address 

fntial  Court  Date  Initial  Court  Branch  Initial  Room  No.  Address 


no  data  found 
Bond  Information 

Bond  Date  Bond  Type  [] 
Bond  Amount  Bond  Receipt  No. 

Narratives 


Create  Inventory 

no  data  found 


http://chris.chicagopolice.org/pls/clear/f?p=l 33 1 5:27:40808 1 5708975 1 56::NO:FLOW,RP:...  6/20/2018 


Confirmation  Information 


Page  4  of  4 


Watch  Commander  Comments 

No  Record  Found. 

Lockup  Keeper  Comments 

No  Record  Found. 


.^i 


User;  Copyright  <£>  2002,  AH  rights  reserved 

Module;  13315  SRevisron;  1.159  S 
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Arrest  Summary  Page 


Page  1  of  1 


r(N‘iv> 


Home  » Arrestee  History 

^CB  No.:  [015779214]  Arrest  Date:  03-Apr-2004  18:00  IR  No.:  639455 


Offender  Demographics 

Name  | 

SSN 
Birth  Date 

Sex  Male 
Hair  Color  Black 
Scars/Marks 


Alias 

Driver  License  No. 

Age  44 
Race  Black 
Hair  Style  Short 


Print  |  Logout  |  Help 
^Arrestee  History  || 

[Rap  Sheet]  [  View  Arrest  Report  ] 

j  <  Return  | 


NickName 

State 

Birth  Place  Illinois 
Height  507 
Eye  Color  Brown 


Weight  175 
Complexion  Light 


Arrest  Charges 

No.  Statute  Description  Offense  ^jype 

>  720  ILCS  Attempt  -  Pcs  -  Possession  -  Less  A  ,  M 

1  5/8-4  Than  15  Grms  -  Heroin  A 1 M 


Inchoate  Warrant 
code  No. 


Type  County 


Docket 

No. 


A 


row(s)  1  - 1  of  1 


Court  Charges  and  Dispositions 

No  Records  Found. 

Mugshot 


User: 

Module:  13350  SRevIsion:  1.83  $ 


Copyright  ©  2002,  All  rights  reserved. 
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COPA  -  INVESTIGATIVE  REPORT 

\Xjq%  #:  1087759 _ 

Date:  October  9,  20 1 8 

Report  By:  Investigator  James  L.  Whitmer  (Badge  #100) 

On  October  9,  2018,  COPA  Investigators  James  L.  Whitmer  (Badge  #100)  and  Linda 
Wyant  (Badge  #89)  interviewed  ^^^^^^^^^^^recorded  interview)  at  his  residence, 

IL.,  The 

information  was  obtained: 

2004,  resided  At  tim^^^^^^as 

a  heroin  user.  He  would  routinely  travel  to  Ida  B.  Wells  (Public  Housing)  on  the  southside  of 
Chicago  to  purchase  heroin.  On  one  occasion  in  2004  (see  CPD  arrest  report  dated  April  3,  2004, 
RD  No.  HK.-279970),  ^^^Bwas  arrested  at  574  E.  36th  Street  for  heroin  possession. 
stated  that  at  that  time  he  had  traveled  to  that  location  to  purchase  heroin;  however,  when  he 
entered  the  building  he  proceeded  up  several  floors  looking  for  a  seller.  He  encountered  no  one 
selling  heroin  and  returned  to  the  first  floor  where  he  was  arrested  in  the  first-floor  hallway.  Several 
other  individuals  were  arrested,  as  well,  none  of  whom  were  known  to  him.  He  denied  having  any 
heroin  on  his  person  at  that  time  and  he  denied  knowing  ^^^|and 

having  purchased  heroin  from  either  of  them,  as  the  arrest  report  indicated.  After  he  was  arrested, 
he  was  taken  to  a  nearby  police  station.  He  spent  a  short  time  in  custody  and  then  his  case  was 
eventually  dismissed.  He  also  stated  that  he  had  been  arrested  several  other  times  at  Ida  B.  Wells 
Homes  and  had  been  charged  with  Criminal  Trespass  to  Property. 

At  the  time  he  was  arrested  (above),  he  stated  that  four  (4)  Black  officers  were  involved  in 
the  arrests.  He  did  not  know  any  of  their  names;  however,  one  ( 1 )  officer  kicked  him  in  the  kidneys 
during  the  arrest.  He  descried  this  officer  as  a  Black  male,  mid-30’s,  5’11”,  180.  He  stated  that  he 
observed  no  one  of  the  rank  of  Sergeant  being  present  at  that  time. 


He  further  stated  that  he  had  heard  by  word  of  mouth  that  a  CPD  officer  named  Watts  was 
a  “bad  cop”  and  had  planted  drugs  on  innocent  persons  at  the  Ida  B.  Wells  Homes.  He  never  met 
Watts  but  had  only  heard  of  his  bad  reputation. 


Descriptive  data  for  | 


is  as  follows: 


Race:  Black 
Sex:  Male 
Ht.:  5’8” 

Wt:  165 
Eyes:  Brown 
Hair:  Brown 
CPDIR#:  1032445 


1 


COPA- 


Log  #:  1087759 

Subject: 

Date:  October  9,  201 8 

Report  By:  Investigator  James  L.  Whitmer 

DOB:  ^^Hl 960 
SSAN:  1H 


APPROVA^ 

Investigator®, 

Additional  H 

Investigat  K 

Supendsor:  M 


REPORT 


Date:  WW\8> 


2 


dU 


CtVtMAN  Office  Of  PO t«CC  A<tOUHTABlL(TV'j 


•!I7E0RITV  •  TSrANSPAfiE^CV  *  IKOEPc  KOCNC*  «  TJMELIKESE 


CONSENT  TO  RECORD  INTERVIEW 


Date:  l£b±_2^i <P 


1, 


_ .  (name)  authorize  investigator(s) 

L'Udz  Luya^\J  LoWH(l^c  _  (name)  from  the  Civilian  Office  of 

Police  Accountability  td^audj^  /  video  (circle  one  or  both,  as  applicable)  record  our  interview  on 
JQ'tj'dOlf’ _ (date)  at  Z'.lO  _ a.m.  /  (hm)  (circle  one) 


1  understand  that  I  am  not  required  to  consent  to  such  recording,  and  I  have  given  permission  to 
the  above-named  investigator(s)  freely  and  voluntarily  and  without  threats  or  promises  of  any  kind. 


Last  Revised  3/16/2018 


Mugshot(s)  for  CB  No.  018278948 


Page  1  of  1 
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Arrest  Summary  Page 


Page  1  of  1 


CUEARng 


Home  »Arrestee  History 


CB  No.:  [  018278948  ] 


Arrest  Date:  13-Nov-2011  10:15 


IR  No.:  1032445 


Offender  Demographics 

Name  | 

SSN  j 

Birth  Date  ^^^P-1960 
Sex  Male 
Hair  Color  Black 
Scars/Marks 


Alias 

Driver  License  No.  | 

Age  51 
Race  Black 
Hair  Style  Natural 


NickName 

State 

Birth  Place  Illinois 
Height  508 
Eye  Color  Brown 


Print  |  Logout  |  Help 
£  Arrestee  History  ^ 

[Rap  Sheet]  [  View  Arrest  Report  ] 

;  <  Return  | 


Weight  180 
Complexion  Black 


Arrest  Charges 

No.  Statute _ Description _ Offense  Charge  Class  /  Type  Inchoate  code  Warrant  No.  Type  County  Docket  No. 

1  720  ILCS  5.0/1 6-3-A  Theft  -  Labor/Services/Property  1025000  A  /  M  O 

row(s)  1  - 1  of  1 


Court  Charges  and  Dispositions 

Next 

No-  Description  DisP°si,ion  DisP°sition  Date  tES*  Convicted?  Sentence  Date  t$T*  5^“  Judge  Branch  Son 


001 


720-5/1 6-3-A- 
Theft  Of 
Labor/Services 


BAIL  BOND 
FORFEITURE 


720-5/1 6-3-A-  ARREST  WARRANT  - 
001  Theft  Of  ORDERED  AND 
Labor/Services  ISSUED 
720-5/1 6-3-A-  ARREST  WARRANT - 
001  Theft  Of  RECALLED  AND 
Labor/Services  QUASHED 
720-5/1 6-3-A-  SENTENCED/COUNTY 
001  Theft  Of  DEPARTMENT  OF 
Labor/Services  CORRECTIONS 


05-DEC-201 1 

M 

No 

05-DEC-201 1 

M 

No 

12-JAN-2012 

M 

No 

12-JAN-2012 

M 

Yes 

12-JAN-2012  Jail 

000  Y  00 
M  002  D 


row(s)  1  -  4  of  4 


Mugshot 
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Module:  13350  SRevision:  1.84  S 
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5  i 

c  o 


I  rights  reserved. 
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43.  narrative  (The  facts  for  probable  cause  to  arrest  AND  to  substantiate  the  charges  include,  but  are  not  limited  to,  the  following:)  event  no. 

Ttw*,#  n4-h-?p? . THIS  IS  AN  ARREST  BY  P.H.S.  TACT  UNITS  BT.  4512A.B.&C.  THE .  10314 _ 

ABOVE  SUBJECT  WAS  OBSERVED^RECEIVING^A  SMALL  ZIPLOCK  BAGGIE  WITH  WHITE  POWDER  HEROIN  FROM  A 

■  SUBJEeT-  NOW -KNOWN- -  AS- ^^^B^^^Hfc/l  &v  -A/O-s  -BELIEVING  -THIS  •TO  -BE-  A  -NARCOTICS  ■'TRANSACTION- . 

ANNOUNCED  THEIR  OFFICE  ASP  DETAINED  THE  ABOVE  SUBJECT.  A/Os  RECOVERED  FROM  THE  SUBJECT  THE . 

ZIPLOCK  BAGGIE  WITH  SUSPECT  HEROIN.  THE  SUBJECT  WAS  PLACED  IN  CUSTODY  AND  TRANSPORTED  TO  UNIT 

1000  FT.  OF  DOOLITTLE  ELEMENTRY  SCHOOL. 


vU..I.<o. 

rohUs 


. V^. . JIlPjd^.^2 o. 


RECORD  OF  VISITORS  TO  ARRE5TEE 


!  TIME  IN  (TIME  OUTlVISITOR'S  NAME  -  ADDRESS  -  TELEPHONE 


RELATIONSHIP  W.  C.'S  APPROVAL  (signature) 


LOCKUP  KEEPER'S  NAME  (Pj 


1  STAR  NO. 


LOCKUP  KEEPER  S  VISUAL  CHECK 

1 .  DOES  ARRESTEE  HAVE  OBVIOUS  PAIN  OR  INJURY? 

2.  iS  THERE  OBVIOUS  SIGN  OF  INFECTION? 

3.  APPEARS  TO  BE  UNDER  THE  INFLUENCE  OF 
ALCOHOL/DRUGS 

4.  ARE  THERE  VISIBLE  SIGNS  OF  ALCOHOL  AND/OR 
DRUG  WITHDRAWAL? 

5.  DOES  ARRESTEE  APPEAR  TO  BE  DESPONDENT? 

6.  DOES  ARRESTEE  APPEAR  TO  3E  IRRATIONAL? 

7.  IS  ARRESTEE  CARRYING  MEDICATION? 


PERSON  TO  BE  NOTIFIED  IN  CASE  OF  EMERGENCY  -  NAME 


LOCKUP  KEEPER'S- ARRESTEE  QUESTIONNAIRE 
sfi.  ARE  YOU  PRESENTLY  TAKING,. 

ANY  MEDICATION?  (For  what . . . 

9.  (IF  FEMALE)  ARE  YOU  PREGNANT? 

UQ.  IS  THIS  THE  FIRST  TIME  YOU  HAVE  EVER  BEEN 
ARRESTED? 

i  HAVE  YOU  EVER  TRIED  TO  KILL  YOURSELF  OR 
/  DONE  SERIOUS  HARM  TO  YOURSELF? 

<12.A.  DO  YOU  HAVE  ANY  SERIOUS  MEDICAL  OR 
.CENTAL  PROBLEMS?  (IF  YES,  specify 
problem  under  REMARKS) 

1 2.B.  ARE  YOU  RECEIVING  ANY  TREATMENT? 

(If  YES,  specify  under  REMARKS) 

ADORES  TELEPHONE 


REFUSED 


RELATIONSHIP 


REMARKS 


..£r..tJH3.  k. 10.1  ...£o(L....  O.&JQ'  fcjgMf ioO_ 


SPECIAL  DISPOSITION 

COMPLETE  ONLY  FOR  ARRESTEES  REFERREO  OUT  OR  TO  BE  MONITORED 


REFERRED  TO  (Specify) 


PLACED  IN  ONE-PERSON  CELL  NO. 
(for  communicable  disease  cases) 


PLACED  IN  TWO  OR  MORE  PERSON  CELL  NO. 
UNDER  SPEC1AL/CLOSE 
OBSERVATION  (potential  suicides) 


NOTE:  LOCKUP  KEEPER  MUST  SIGN  IN  ALL  INSTANCES 


LOCKUP  KEEPER'S  SIGNAT 


RELEASE  OF  ARRESTEE  FROM  CUSTODY 


FOR  THE  FOLLOWING  REASON(S),  I  HAVE  DETERMINED  THERE  IS  NOT  SUFFICIENT  CAUSE  TO  FURTHER  DETAIN/CHARGE  THE  ARRESTEE: 


SIGNATURE  -  ARR.  OFF./DETECTIVE  STAR  NO.  UNIT 


APPROVED  -  W/  C  -  DETENTION  FAC.  -  STAR  NO. 


DATE-TIME  RELEASED  FROM  CUSTODY 


Confirmation  Information 


Page  1  of  4 


* CLEARng 


Home  » Arrest  Report  Search/Prinl 


This  is  the  Orginal  Report 


CB  No.  018278948  IR  No.  1032445 


RD  No.  HT587257  Arrest  Date  13-NOV-2011  10:15 


Unit  of 
Initial  Approval 


DISTRICT  011 


Status  IDENT.  CLEARED 
POD  Related?  NO 
Arrestee  Armed  With  UNARMED 


Holding  Facility  DISTRICT  011  MALE  LOCKUP 


Print  |  Logout  |  Help 
^Arrest  Report  Search/Print  |j 


.  Print  JUV  Rap  |  ,  Print  Adult  Rap  j 
|  <  Return  |  f  Print 


Offender  Information 

Last  Name  {££3 

Name  Suffix 
Alias  Last  Name 
FBI  No 

Drivers  License  No.  HH 
Resisted  Arrest  ?  NO 
Dependent  Mn 

Children? 


First  Name  ^^^^HMiddle  Name  | 

Nickname 

Alias  First  Name 

SID  No 

Issuing  State  [  ]  US  Veteran?  [  I 

TRR  Completed?  NO 

DCFS  Ward?  NO 


Mugshot 


[  View  All  ] 


Gang  Affiliation  (Gang  Arrest  Card) 

Gang  Name  Faction  Name 

Unlisted  Gang  Name 

Rank  Role  Known  Hangout 

Self  Admitted 


Offender  Description 

Birth  Place  ILLINOIS 

Birth  Date 

Sex  MALE 

Race 

BLACK 

Hair  Color  BLACK 

Hair  Style 

NATURAL 

Height  508 

Weight 

180 

Occupation  UNEMPLOYED 

Employer /School 

Age  51 

Eye  Color  BROWN 
Complexion  BLACK 


Offender  Scar  Marks 

No  Records  Found 

Offender  Identifications 

no  data  found 

Arrest  /  Offender  Address 

Type  Location  Address _ County  Beat  Phone  CHA  Property 

Arrest  Cta  Platform  4000  West  Lake  St  Chicago  I L  60624  Cook  1114 

IL 

row(s)  1  -  2  of  2 


Non  Offender  Information 

Role  Name 


Victim  And  CHICAGO,  Transit 

Complainant  Authority 

Emergency  Contact  REFUSED 


Sex  Race  Dgte  Age  Approx?  Deceased?  Hospitalized?  Hospital  pe|eased?  Comments 


NO 

NO 

NO 

NO 

C.T.A. 

NO 

NO 

NO 

NO 

row(s)  1  -  2  of  2 


Non  Offender  Addresses 

Role _ Name _ Type  Street  No.  Dir  Street  Name  Apt  City  ST  Zip  Beat  Phone  No. 

Victim  And  Complainant  CHICAGO.  Transit  Authority  Business  567  West  Lake  St  Chicago  I L  60661  111  3124328027 

Emergency  Contact  REFUSED  Residence 


http://chiis.chicagopolice.org/pls/clear/f?p=133 1 5:27:2689406832956635::NO::F133 1 5_P  1 ...  9/5/2018 


Confirmation  Information 


Page  2  of  4 


row(s)  1  -  2  of  2 


Non  Offender  Additional  Contact  Numbers 

No  Records  Found. 


Non  Offender  Injuries 

No  Records  Found 

ASA  Felony  /ADS  /  Detective  Information 

No  Records  Found 


Offense 

Line  IUCR  Statute 

1  720  ILCS  5.0/1 6-3-A  Theft  - 

Labor/Services/Property 


C  T  Inchoate  Code 


Domestic 

Violence 


A  M 


Offense  As 
Cited 


No 


Victim 


CHICAGO.  Transit 
AUTHORITY 


Amended/Amended  to  Line 
No 


row(s)  1  - 1  of  1 


Recovered  Narcotics 

No  Records  Found 


Arrestee  Questionnaire 

Question _ Response 

1.  Presently  Taking  Medication?  No 

2.  (If  Female)Are  You  Pregnant?  No 

3.  First  Time  Ever  Been  Arrested?  No 

4  Attempted  Suicide/Serious  Harm?  No 

5  Serious  Medical  Or  Mental  Problems?  No 

6.  Are  You  Receiving  Treatment?  No 


row(s)  1  -  6  of  6 


Visual  Check  of  Arrestee 

Question _ Response 

1 .  Is  There  Obvious  Pain  Or  Injury?  No 

2.  Is  There  Obvious  Signs  Of  Infection?  No 

3.  Under  The  Influence  Of  Alcohol/Drugs?  No 

4.  Signs  Of  Alcohol/Drug  Withdrawal?  No 

5.  Appears  To  Be  Despondent?  No 

6.  Appears  To  Be  Irrational?  No 

7.  Carrying  Medication?  No 


row(s)  1  -  7  of  7 


Lockup  Keeper  Remarks 

Lockup  Keeper  Response 
Referred  To 

Placed  in  one  person  cell  ?  NO  Placed  under  close  observation?  NO 


Warrants  Information 

No  Records  Found. 

Associated  Incidents 

No  Records  Found. 

Associated  Arrests 

No  Record  Found. 

Associated  Cases 

No  Record  Found. 

Dispersal  Events 

Dispersal  Event  No.  Arrest  Event  No. 


http://chxis.chicagopolice.org/pls/clear/f?p=l  33 1 5:27:2689406832956635::NO::F1 33 1 5_P  1 ... 
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Confirmation  Information 


Page  3  of  4 


Mission  Number 

Mission  No. 


Arrestee  Vehicle  Information 

Year 

Model  Make  Type 

Style  [  ]  Top  Color  [  ]  Bottom  Color  |  ] 

Vin  No  Inventory  No 


Vehicle  License  Information 

License  No  License  State  [  ]  Expiry  Date 
Used  as  Weapons?  NO  Disposition 
Vehicle  Impounded?  NO 
Towing  Agency 
Tow  Report  No. 


Transport  Information 

PO's  Assigned  to  Vehicle  Transport  Beat  Transport  Time 
OTHER  7394A  13-NOV-2011  10:20 


Involved  Employees  Information 


Employee  Role 


Last  Name 


1st  Arresting  Officer 
2nd  Arresting  Officer 
Assisting  Arresting  Officer 
Attesting  Officer 
Desk  Reviewed  By 
Lockup  Keeper 
Searched  By 
Fingerprinted  By 


O  CONNELL 
HILL 

ZARAGOZA 
ZARAGOZA 
SORIA 
LAZZARA JR 
POPPISH 
LAZZARA  JR 


First  Name! 


Robert 

Stacey 

Juan 

Juan 

Sandra 

Salvatore 

Edward 

Salvatore 


No.  Star  No.  Agency  Name  Beat 


9032 

7394A 

3431 

7394A 

18486 

7394A 

18486 

2275 

12306 

13971 

12306 

row(s)  1  -  8  of  8 

Approval  Information 

Name _ _ _ _ Employee  No.  Star  No. 

Probable  Cause  Approved  By:  SESSO,  STEVEN  88 

Final  Approved  By:  LASCH,  ALAN  1434 


Interview  Logs 

No  Record  Found. 

Visitor  Logs 

No  Record  Found. 


Booking  Information 


Fingerprints  Taken  ?  Yes 
Palmprints  Taken?  YES 
Time  Printed  1 3- NOV-201 1 

Cell  No.  F 

Received  In  Lockup  13-NOV-201 1 


11:35  Time  Photographed  13-NOV-2011 
Phone  Number  Called 

11:30 


11:36  Time  Fed 
Time  Called 


Court  Information 

Court  Sergeant  ?  YES  Released  from  Holding  Facility.  1 3-NOV-201 1 

Desired  Court  Date  05-DEC-201 1  Desired  Branch  Call  29-2 

Intial  Court  Date  05-DEC-201 1  00:00  Initial  Court  Branch  29-2 


18:56 


Room  No. 
Initial  Room  No. 


Address  2452  W  BELMONT 
Address  2452  W  BELMONT 


no  data  found 
Bond  Information 
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Confirmation  Information 


Page  4  of  4 


Bond  Date  13-NOV-2011  Bond  Type  RECOGNIZANCE 
Bond  Amount  $1500.00  Bond  Receipt  No.  17635764 


Narratives 

EVENT  #06504,  ADDRESS  OF  ARREST:  4000  W  LAKE  ST..  A/O'S  KEY  "Y".  THE  ABOVE  NAMED  SUBJECT  ARRESTED  FOR  THE  LISTED  CHARGE  IN 
THAT  A/O'S  WHILE  WORKING  IN  CIVILIAN  DRESS  AND  CONDUCTING  A  PREMISE  CHECK  PER  011TH  DISTRICT  IDSSR  REQUEST  DID  THEN 
OBSERVE  NAMED  SUBJECT  WALK  THRU  A  C.T.A.  HANDICAP  GATE  ENTERING  INTO  A  PAID  AREA  FAILING  TO  PAY  THE  REQUIRED  C.T.A.  FARE  IN 
AN  ATTEMPT  TO  BOARD  AN  OUTBOUND  EL  TRAIN.  A/O'S  APPROACHED  SUBJECT,  ANNOUNCED  THEIR  OFFICE  THEN  PLACED  SAME  INTO 
CUSTODY.  TRANSPORTED  INTO  01 1  FOR  PROCESSING.  NAME  CHECK  CLEAR.  CLEAR  FROM  INVESTIGATIVE  ALERTS.  CLEAR  THRU  GIPP  AND 
TRAPP.  COMPLAINANT  GIVEN  COURT  INFO  AND  ADVISED  TO  APPEAR,  C.T.A.  CONTROLLER  #4.  ARRESTEE'S  PROPERTY  INVENTORIED. 


Create  Inventory 

Inventory  No.  Recovery  Date  Incident  Type  Incident  No,  No,  of  Items  Unit  of  Inventory  Status  c****-**1  jf  items  are  not  in  the  same  status) 
12467816  1 3-NOV-201 1  RD  HT587257  120951  DISTRICT  11  TURNOVER 

1  -  1 


Watch  Commander  Comments 

No  Record  Found. 

Lockup  Keeper  Comments 

No  Record  Found. 


>  SRevision:  1 .159  S 


Copyrights  2002  All  tights  reserved. 
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5/24/2019 


View  Face  Sheet  (Print) 


FACE  SHEET  (Notification  Date:  01 -AUG-201 8)  -  LOG  #1090480 

Type:  INFO 

Reporting  Party  Information 


NON- 

CPD 


Role 

Reporting  Party  Third 
Party 


Name 


Star  No. 


Emp 

No. 


Unit 

No. 


Position  Sex  Race  Address 
MALE  - 


BUSINESS:  2| 
US 


Phone 

|ICAG0,  IL  60604  Beat  113  (312)427- 

3200 


Incident  Information 


Incident  From  Date/Time  Address  Of  Incident 

04-APR-2006  13:00  -  04-APR-2006  13:00  575  E.  BROWNING  AVE,  CHICAGO,  IL  60653  212  002 

Accused  Members 


Beat  J?istrict  0f  Location  Code 
Occurrence 


Location 
Description 

122  -CHA  HALLWAY/STAIRWELL/ELEVATOR  - 


Role  Name  Star  No.  Emp  No.  Unit  No.  Position  Status  Allegations 

CPD  Employee  Accused  WATTS,  RONALD  -  002  /  -  SERGEANT  OF  POLICE  ON  Duty  L 

Incident  Details 


CR  Required?  No 

Manner  Incident  Received?  Email  -  PO  WHERFEL 

Confidential?  No 

Biased  Language?  No 

Extraordinary  Occurrence?  No 

Bias-Based  Profiling?  No 

Police  Shooting  (U)  ?  No 

Motor  Vehicle  (V)  ?  No 

Alcohol  Related?  No 

Non-Disciplinary  Intervention  No 

Pursuit  Related?  No 

Initial  Assignment  COPA 

Violence  in  Workplace?  No 

Notify  IAD  Immediately?  No 

Domestic  Violence?  No 

EEO  Complaint  No. 

Civil  Suit  No.  18C3478 

Notify  Chief  Administator?  No 

Notify  Chief?  No 

Notify  Coordinator?  No  Notification  Does  Not  Apply?  Yes 

Notification  Other  No 

Initial  Incident  Category  List 

Initial  Incident  Category  Primary?  Y 

05R  -  CIVIL  SUITS  -  THIRD  PARTY  Yes 

Assignment  History 

Assigned  To  Assigned  Team  Investigator  Assignment  Date/Time  Assigned  By  Reason 

COPA  CIVILIAN  OFFICE  OF  POLICE  ACCOUNTABILITY  -  01-AUG-2018  11 :53  COOLEY  MOORE,  TAMIKO  - 


Status  History 

0TIP  Every  employee  included  in  the  Status  History  is  subject  to  be  called  for  legal  or  administrative  proceedings. 


Resulting  Status 

Status 

Date/Time 

Created  By 

CLOSED  AT 

01 -AUG- 
2018 

14:58 

OLVERA, 

C.O.P.A. 

MARIA 

ADMINISTRATIVELY 

01 -AUG- 
2018 

14:57 

OLVERA, 

CLOSED 

MARIA 

PENDING  ASSIGN 

01 -AUG- 
2018 

14:48 

OLVERA, 

TEAM 

MARIA 

PENDING 

01 -AUG- 

COOLEY 

SUPERVISOR 

2018 

MOORE, 

REVIEW 

14:07 

TAMIKO 

Assigned/ 

Position  Detailed  Comments 

Unit 


SUPERVISING 
INV  COPA 


SUPERVISING 
INV  COPA 


Log  #  1090480  was  initiated  as  a  result  of  a  lawsuit  (18C3478)  filed  by  a  party  who  is  involved  in  Log  #  1089280, 
which  also  involves  the  same  accused.  Log  #1090480  will  be  administratively  closed  and  investigated  under 
Log  #1089280. 

Log  #  1090480  was  initiated  as  a  result  of  a  lawsuit  (18C3478)  filed  by  a  party  who  is  involved  in  Log  #  1089280, 
which  also  involves  the  same  accused.  Log  #1090480  will  be  administratively  closed  and  investigated  under 
Log  #1089280. 


SUPERVISING 
INV  COPA 


To  be  Administratively  Closed  and  investigated  under  log  #  1089280 


INVESTIGATOR 
3  COPA  11J/ 


01 -AUG- 

COOLEY 

PRELIMINARY 

2018 

MOORE, 

11:53 

TAMIKO 

INVESTIGATOR 
3  COPA 
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CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 

ORIGINAL  CASE  INCIDENT  REPORT 

3510  S.  Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois  60653 

{For  use  by  Chicago  Police  Department  Personnel  Only) 

CPD-1 1 .388(6/03)-C 


RD  #: 


EVENT  #: 


HM271266 


Case  ID:  4910162  casr201 


0609408535 


This  Document  is  not  an  official  copy.  It  is  a  computerized  version  of  data  entered  from  an  original 
_ case  report.  A  copy  of  the  original  case  report  can  be  obtained  from  the  Records  Division 


ASSIGNED  TO  ADMINISTRATIVE  PERSONNEL 

IUCR:  201 7  -  Narcotics  -  Manu/Deliver:Crack 


m 


Occurrence  575  E  Browning  Ave 
Location:  Chicago  JL  60653 

122  -  Cha  Haiiway/Stairweil/Elevator 
Occurrence  Date:  04  April  2006  13:00 


VICTIM 


Name: 

Res: 


DIST  002 


Res:  575  E  Browning  Ave 

Chicago  JL  60653 
CPD  Officer:  No 

»eM1|n  REPommMm^EHSE 


Name:  DIST  002 

Res:  575  E  Browning  Ave 

Chicago  fL  60653 

CPD  Officer:  No 


Unit  Assigned:  0264A 

RO  Arrival  Date:  04  April  2006  13:00 

#  Offenders: 


Beat:  0212 


Beat:  0212 


Res: 

Chicago  ILLINOIS  60616 

Beat:  2113 

UldUR 

5'09t 

283  lbs  t 

Brown  Eyes 

Black  Hair 

Medium  Complexion 

Age:  21  years 

Suspect  #2 

:  -  .  :  • 

a  In  Custod 

Beat:  2133 


Chicago  ILLINOIS  60637 


Demographics 

Male  DOB: 

Black  Age:  35  years 

5'10,  a 

240  lbs  , 

Brown  Eyes 
Brown  Hair 
Medium  Complexion 


Print  Generated  By: 


COOLEY  MOORE, 
Tamiko 
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Chicago  Police  Department  -  Incident  Report 


RD#:  HM271266 


Street  Value:  73.8 


i '  .  NarcotfCS:#3il;l@^< 


Owner 


lPdsse§S6r/U$er: 


Type:  Heroin/White 


Taken/Stolen?  No 


Recovered?  Yes 


Taken/Stolen?  No 


Weight:  18  Grams 
Street  Value:  2700 


Owner: 


Print  Generated  By:  COOLEY  MOORE, 
Tamiko 
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Recovered?  No 
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Chicago  Police  Department  -  Incident  Report 


RD#:  HM271266 


gv  Property  #1 


Estimated  Value:  $150.00 


Used  as  Weapon?  No 
Taken/Stolen?  No 
Recovered?  Yes 


Description:  Use 


Owner: 


Star  No  Emp  No  Name 


3Z  Reporting  Officer 

£S| 


JONES,  Alvin 


08  Aug  2006  08:57  212 


0264A 


30  JULY  2018 


CIVIL  SUIT  NUMBER  1 8  C  3478 

NAME  OF  DEFENDANT(S)  OR  OFFICER  (S) 


P.O.  RONALD  WATTS 

LOCATION  OF  INCIDENT 
DATE  &  TIME  OF  INCIDENT 


EMP#^^HDOA  18  JAN  94 

575  EAST  BROWNING  AVE 
04  APRIL  06  13:00  HRS 


NAME  OF  PLAINTIFF’S  ATTORNEY 
ADDRESS 


SUITE  201 
CHICAGO,  IL  60604 


TELEPHONE 

NAME  OF  PLAINTIFF  (S)  VICTIM 


ALLEGATION  (S):  Plaintiff  alleges  that  the  accused  officers  falsely  arrested  the  victim  and 
charged  him  with  possession  of  heroin,  a  controlled  substance. 


COMPLAINT  REGISTER  NUMBER 


UNIT  ASSIGNED  TO  INVESTIGATION  CIVILIAN  OFFICE  OF  POLICE 

ACCOUNTABILITY 


Case:  l:18-cv-03478  Document  #:  1  Filed:  05/16/18  Page  1  of  21  PagelD  #:1 


IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  NORTHERN  DISTRICT  OF  ILLINOIS 
EASTERN  DIVISION 


) 

Plaintiff  ) 

)  No.  18-cv-3478 
-vs-  ) 

)  (Jury  Demand) 
City  of  Chicago,  Ronald  Watts,  ) 

Phillip  Cline,  Debra  Kirby,  Brian  ) 

Bolton,  Robert  Gonzalez,  Alvin  ) 

Jones,  Manuel  Leano,  Lamonica  ) 

Lewis,  Kallatt  Mohammed,  ) 

Douglas  Nichols  Jr.,  and  Elsworth  ) 

Smith  Jr.,  ) 

) 

Defendants  ) 


COMPLAINT 

Plaintiff,  by  counsel,  alleges  as  follows: 


1.  This  is  a  civil  action  arising  under  42  U.S.C.  §  1983.  The 
jurisdiction  of  this  Court  is  invoked  pursuant  to  28  U.S.C.  §§  1343  and  1367. 

I.  Parties 

2.  Plaintiff  a  resident  of  the  Northern 

District  of  Illinois. 


3.  Defendant  City  of  Chicago  is  an  Illinois  municipal  corporation. 

4.  Defendants  Ronald  Watts,  Brian  Bolton,  Robert  Gonzalez, 
Alvin  Jones,  Manuel  Leano,  Lamonica  Lewis,  Kallatt  Mohammed,  Douglas 
Nichols  Jr.,  and  Elsworth  Smith  Jr.  (the  “individual  officer  defendants”) 
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were  at  all  relevant  times  acting  under  color  of  their  offices  as  Chicago  police 
officers.  Plaintiff  sues  the  individual  officer  defendants  in  their  individual 
capacities. 

5.  Defendant  Philip  Cline  was  at  all  relevant  times 
Superintendent  of  the  Chicago  Police  Department.  Plaintiff  sues  Cline  in  his 
individual  capacity. 

6.  Defendant  Debra  Kirby  was  at  all  relevant  times  the  Assistant 
Deputy  Superintendent  of  the  Chicago  Police  Department,  acting  as  head  of 
the  Chicago  Police  Department  Internal  Affairs  Division.  Plaintiff  sues 
Kirby  in  her  individual  capacity. 

U.  Overview 

7.  Plaintiff  one  of  many  victims  of  the 

criminal  enterprise  run  by  convicted  felon  and  former  Chicago  Police 
Sergeant  Ronald  Watts  and  his  tactical  team  at  the  Ida  B.  Wells  Homes  in 
the  2000’s. 

8.  The  Watts  Gang  of  officers  engaged  in  robbery  and  extortion, 
used  excessive  force,  planted  evidence,  fabricated  evidence,  and 
manufactured  false  charges. 

9.  Several  other  victims  of  the  Watts  Gang  are  currently 

prosecuting  federal  lawsuits.  City  of  Chicago,  No.  16-cv-8940; 

Hfr.  City  of  Chicago,  No.  17-cv-2877;  City  of  Chicago,  No.  17- 
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cv-5156;  City  of  Chicago,  No.  17-ev-7241;  Forney  v.  City  of 

Chicago,  No.  18-cv-3474;  v.  City  of  Chicago,  18-cv-3477. 

10.  High  ranking  officials  within  the  Chicago  Police  Department 
were  aware  of  the  Watts  Gang's  criminal  enterprise,  but  failed  to  take  any 
action  to  stop  it. 

11.  The  Chicago  Police  Department’s  official  policies  or  customs  of 
failing  to  discipline,  supervise,  and  control  its  officers,  as  well  as  its  a  “code 
of  silence,”  were  a  proximate  cause  of  the  Watts  Gang’s  criminal  enterprise. 

12.  On  three  separate  occasions,  Watts  Gang  officers  arrested 
plaintiff  without  probable  cause,  fabricated  evidence  against  him,  and 
framed  him  for  drug  possession,  causing  him  to  serve  more  than  three  years 
in  custody. 

13.  Based  on  the  powerful  evidence  that  has  become  known  about 
the  Watts  Gang’s  nearly  decade-long  criminal  enterprise,  the  Circuit  Court 
of  Cook  County  has  vacated  all  three  convictions  and  granted  plaintiff  three 
certificates  of  innocence. 

14.  Plaintiff  brings  this  lawsuit  to  secure  a  remedy  for  his  illegal 
incarceration,  which  was  caused  by:  the  Watts  Gang  officers,  the  failure  of 
high-ranking  officials  within  the  Chicago  Police  Department  to  stop  the 
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Watts  Gang,  the  code  of  silence  within  the  Chicago  Police  Department,  and 
the  Chicago  Police  Department’s  defective  discipline  policy. 

III.  The  First  False  Arrest  and  Illegal  Prosecution  of  Plaintiff 

15.  On  April  4,  2006,  plaintiff  was  arrested  by  defendants  Bolton, 

Gonzalez,  Jones,  Mohammed,  Nichols,  Smith,  and  Watts  (the  “April  4, 2006 
Arresting  Officers”)  while  plaintiff  was  inside  a  stairwell  in  575  East 
Browning  Avenue  at  the  Ida  B.  Wells  Homes. 

16.  At  the  time  of  plaintiffs  arrest: 

a.  None  of  the  April  4,  2006  Arresting  Officers  had  a  warrant 
authorizing  the  arrest  of  plaintiff; 

b:  None  of  the  April  4,  2006  Arresting  Officers  believed  that  a 
warrant  had  been  issued  authorizing  the  arrest  of  plaintiff; 

c.  None  of  the  April  4,  2006  Arresting  Officers  had  observed 
plaintiff  commit  any  offense;  and 

d.  None  of  the  April  4,  2006  Arresting  Officers  had  received 
information  from  any  source  that  plaintiff  had  committed  an 
offense. 

17.  After  arresting  plaintiff,  the  April  4,  2006  Arresting  Officers 
conspired,  confederated,  and  agreed  to  fabricate  a  false  story  in  an  attempt 
to  justify  the  unlawful  arrest,  to  cover-up  their  wrongdoing,  and  to  cause 
plaintiff  to  be  wrongfully  detained  and  prosecuted. 
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18.  The  false  story  fabricated  by  the  April  4,  2006  Arresting 
Officers  included  their  false  claim  that  they  had  arrested  plaintiff  after 
seeing  him  in  a  common  area  of  the  building  holding  a  plastic  bag  containing 
drugs. 

19.  The  acts  of  the  April  4,  2006  Arresting  Officers  in  furtherance 
of  their  scheme  to  frame  plaintiff  included  the  following: 

a.  One  or  more  of  the  April  4, 2006  Arresting  Officers  prepared 
police  reports  containing  the  false  story,  and  each  of  the 
other  April  4, 2006  Arresting  Officers  failed  to  intervene  to 
prevent  the  violation  of  plaintiffs  rights; 

b.  One  or  more  of  the  April  4, 2006  Arresting  Officers  attested 
through  the  official  police  reports  that  they  witnessed  the 
false  story,  and  each  of  the  other  April  4,  2006  Arresting 
Officers  failed  to  intervene  to  prevent  the  violation  of 
plaintiffs  rights; 

c.  Defendant  Watts  formally  approved  one  or  more  of  the 
official  police  reports,  knowing  that  they  contained  the  false 
story;  and 

d.  One  or  more  of  the  April  4,  2006  Arresting  Officers 
communicated  the  false  story  to  prosecutors,  and  each  of  the 
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other  April  4, 2006  Arresting  Officers  failed  to  intervene  to 
prevent  the  violation  of  plaintiffs  rights. 

20.  The  wrongful  acts  of  the  April  4,  2006  Arresting  Officers  were 
performed  with  knowledge  that  the  acts  would  cause  plaintiff  to  be 
wrongfully  held  in  custody  and  falsely  prosecuted  for  an  offense  that  had 
never  occurred. 

21.  Plaintiff  was  charged  with  drug  possession  in  Cook  County 
Case  Number  06-CR-09651-02  because  of  the  wrongful  acts  of  the  April  4, 
2006  Arresting  Officers. 

22.  Plaintiff  knew  that  proving  that  the  April  4,  2006  Arresting 
Officers  had  concocted  the  charges  against  him  would  not  be  possible. 

23.  Accordingly,  even  though  he  was  innocent,  plaintiff,  pleaded 
guilty  to  drug  possession  on  July  19,  2006,  and  received  a  four-year  prison 
sentence. 

24.  Plaintiff  was  deprived  of  liberty  during  his  incarceration 
because  of  the  above-described  wrongful  acts  of  the  April  4, 2006  Arresting 
Officers. 

25.  Plaintiff  was  continuously  in  custody  from  his  arrest  on  April  4, 
2006  until  he  was  released  on  parole  from  the  Illinois  Department  of 
Corrections  on  February  8, 2007. 
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IV.  The  Second  False  Arrest  and  Illegal  Prosecution  of  Plaintiff 

26.  On  March  3, 2008,  plaintiff  was  arrested  by  defendants  Bolton, 

Jones,  Leano,  Lewis,  Mohammed,  Nichols,  Smith,  and  Watts  (the  “March  3, 
2008  Arresting  Officers”)  while  plaintiff  was  in  an  apartment  at  574  East 
Browning  Avenue  at  the  Ida  B.  Wells  Homes. 

27.  At  the  time  of  plaintiffs  arrest: 

a.  None  of  the  March  3, 2008  Arresting  Officers  had  a  warrant 
authorizing  the  arrest  of  plaintiff; 

b.  None  of  the  March  3,  2008  Arresting  Officers  believed  that 
a  warrant  had  been  issued  authorizing  the  arrest  of  plaintiff; 

c.  None  of  the  March  3,  2008  Arresting  Officers  had  observed 
plaintiff  commit  any  offense;  and 

d.  None  of  the  March  3,  2008  Arresting  Officers  had  received 
information  from  any  source  that  plaintiff  had  committed  an 
offense. 

28.  After  arresting  plaintiff,  the  March  3,  2008  Arresting  Officers 
conspired,  confederated,  and  agreed  to  fabricate  a  false  story  in  an  attempt 
to  justify  the  unlawful  arrest,  to  cover-up  their  wrongdoing,  and  to  cause 
plaintiff  to  be  wrongfully  detained  and  prosecuted. 

29.  The  false  story  fabricated  by  the  March  3,  2008  Arresting 
Officers  included  their  false  claim  that  they  had  arrested  plaintiff  after 
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seeing  him  in  a  common  area  of  the  building  holding  a  plastic  bag  containing 
drugs  and  after  plaintiff  attempted  to  run  from  the  officers. 

30.  The  acts  of  the  March  3, 2008  Arresting  Officers  in  furtherance 
of  their  scheme  to  frame  plaintiff  included  the  following: 

a.  One  or  more  of  the  March  3,  2008  Arresting  Officers 
prepared  police  reports  containing  the  false  story,  and  each 
of  the  other  March  3,  2008  Arresting  Officers  failed  to 
intervene  to  prevent  the  violation  of  plaintiffs  rights; 

b.  One  or  more  of  the  March  3, 2008  Arresting  Officers  attested 
through  the  official  police  reports  that  they  witnessed  the 
false  story,  and  each  of  the  other  March  3,  2008  Arresting 
Officers  failed  to  intervene  to  prevent  the  violation  of 
plaintiffs  rights; 

c.  Defendant  Watts  formally  approved  one  or  more  of  the 
official  police  reports,  knowing  that  they  contained  the  false 
story;  and 

d.  One  or  more  of  the  March  3,  2008  Arresting  Officers 
communicated  the  false  story  to  prosecutors,  and  each  of  the 
other  March  3, 2008  Arresting  Officers  failed  to  intervene  to 
prevent  the  violation  of  plaintiffs  rights. 
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31.  The  wrongful  acts  of  the  March  3, 2008  Arresting  Officers  were 
performed  with  knowledge  that  the  acts  would  cause  plaintiff  to  he 
wrongfully  held  in  custody  and  falsely  prosecuted  for  an  offense  that  had 
never  occurred. 

32.  Plaintiff  was  charged  with  drug  possession  in  Cook  County 
Case  Number  08-CR-06802  because  of  the  wrongful  acts  of  the  March  3, 2008 
Arresting  Officers. 

33.  Plaintiff  knew  that  proving  that  the  March  3,  2008  Arresting 
Officers  had  concocted  the  charges  against  him  would  not  be  possible. 

34.  Accordingly,  even  though  he  was  innocent,  plaintiff,  pleaded 
guilty  to  drag  possession  on  April  22,  2008,  and  received  a  thirty-month 
prison  sentence. 

35.  Plaintiff  was  deprived  of  liberty  during  his  incarceration 
because  of  the  above-described  wrongful  acts  of  the  March  3, 2008  Arresting 
Officers. 

36.  Plaintiff  was  continuously  in  custody  from  his  arrest  on  March 
3,  2008  until  he  was  released  on  parole  from  the  Illinois  Department  of 
Corrections  on  December  2, 2008. 

V.  The  Third  False  Arrest  and  Illegal  Prosecution  of  Plaintiff 

37.  On  July  16,  2009,  plaintiff  was  arrested  by  defendants  Bolton, 

Gonzalez,  Jones,  Leano,  Lewis,  Nichols,  Smith,  and  Watts  (the  “July  16, 2009 
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Arresting  Officers”)  while  plaintiff  was  lawfully  walking  on  43rd  Street  near 
Cottage  Grove  Avenue  near  the  Ida  B.  Wells  Homes. 

38.  At  the  time  of  plaintiffs  arrest: 

a.  None  of  the  July  16,  2009  Arresting  Officers  had  a  warrant 
authorizing  the  arrest  of  plaintiff; 

b.  None  of  the  July  16, 2009  Arresting  Officers  believed  that  a 
warrant  had  been  issued  authorizing  the  arrest  of  plaintiff; 

c.  None  of  the  July  16,  2009  Arresting  Officers  had  observed 
plaintiff  commit  any  offense;  and 

d.  None  of  the  July  16,  2009  Arresting  Officers  had  received 
information  from  any  source  that  plaintiff  had  committed  an 
offense. 

39.  After  arresting  plaintiff,  the  July  16,  2009  Arresting  Officers 
conspired,  confederated,  and  agreed  to  fabricate  a  false  story  in  an  attempt 
to  justify  the  unlawful  arrest,  to  cover-up  their  wrongdoing,  and  to  cause 
plaintiff  to  be  wrongfully  detained  and  prosecuted. 

40.  The  false  story  fabricated  by  the  July  16,  2009  Arresting 
Officers  included  their  false  claim  that  they  had  arrested  plaintiff  after 
seeing  him  throw  a  bag  containing  drugs  into  some  bushes. 
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41.  The  acts  of  the  July  16,  2009  Arresting  Officers  in  furtherance 
of  their  scheme  to  frame  plaintiff  included  the  following: 

a.  One  or  more  of  the  July  16, 2009  Arresting  Officers  prepared 
police  reports  containing  the  false  story,  and  each  of  the 
other  July  16, 2009  Arresting  Officers  failed  to  intervene  to 
prevent  the  violation  of  plaintiffs  rights; 

b.  One  or  more  of  the  July  16, 2009  Arresting  Officers  attested 
through  the  official  police  reports  that  they  witnessed  the 
false  story,  and  each  of  the  other  July  16,  2009  Arresting 
Officers  failed  to  intervene  to  prevent  the  violation  of 
plaintiffs  rights; 

c.  Defendant  Watts  formally  approved  one  or  more  of  the 
official  police  reports,  knowing  that  they  contained  the  false 
story;  and 

d.  One  or  more  of  the  July  16,  2009  Arresting  Officers 
communicated  the  false  story  to  prosecutors,  and  each  of  the 
other  July  16, 2009  Arresting  Officers  failed  to  intervene  to 
prevent  the  violation  of  plaintiffs  rights. 

42.  The  wrongful  acts  of  the  July  16,  2009  Arresting  Officers  were 
performed  with  knowledge  that  the  acts  would  cause  plaintiff  to  be 
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wrongfully  held  in  custody  and  falsely  prosecuted  for  an  offense  that  had 
never  occurred. 

43.  Plaintiff  was  charged  with  drug  possession  in  Cook  County 
Case  Number  09-CR-14548  because  of  the  wrongful  acts  of  the  July  16, 2009 
Arresting  Officers. 

44.  Plaintiff  knew  that  proving  that  the  July  16,  2009  Arresting 
Officers  had  concocted  the  charges  against  him  would  not  be  possible. 

45.  Accordingly,  even  though  he  was  innocent,  plaintiff,  pleaded 
guilty  to  drug  possession  on  January  4, 2010,  and  received  a  two-year  prison 
sentence. 

46.  Plaintiff  was  deprived  of  liberty  during  his  incarceration 
because  of  the  above-described  wrongful  acts  of  the  July  16, 2009  Arresting- 
Officers. 

47.  Plaintiff  was  continuously  in  custody  from  his  arrest  on  July  16, 
2009  until  he  was  released  on  parole  from  the  Illinois  Department  of 
Corrections  on  January  11, 2011. 

VI.  Plaintiff’s  Exonerations 

48.  Plaintiff  challenged  his  convictions  after  he  learned  that  federal 
prosecutors  and  lawyers  for  other  wrongfully  convicted  individuals  had 
discovered  the  Watts  Gang’s  criminal  enterprise. 


-12- 


Case:  l:18-cv-03478  Document#:  1  Filed:  05/16/18  Page  13  of  21  PagelD  #:13 


49.  On  February  13,  2018,  the  Circuit  Court  of  Cook  County 
granted  the  State’s  motion  to  set  aside  plaintiffs  conviction  in  Case  Number 
06-CR-09651-02;  immediately  thereafter,  the  Court  granted  the  State’s 
request  to  nolle  prosequi  the  ease. 

50.  On  March  15,  2018,  the  Circuit  Court  of  Cook  County  granted 
plaintiff  a  certificate  of  innocence  in  Case  Number  06-CR-09651-02. 

51.  On  April  16,  2018,  the  Circuit  Court  of  Cook  County  granted 
the  State’s  motion  to  set  aside  plaintiffs  convictions  in  Case  Number  08-CR- 
06802  and  09-CR-14548;  immediately  thereafter,  the  Court  granted  the 
State’s  request  to  nolle  prosequi  both  cases. 

52.  On  April  27,  2018,  the  Circuit  Court  of  Cook  County  granted 
plaintiff  certificates  of  innocence  in  Case  Number  08-CR-06802  and  09-CR- 
14548. 

VII.  Plaintiff’s  Arrest  and  Prosecution  Were  Part  of  a  Long- 

Running  Pattern  Known  to  High  Ranking  Officials  within  the 
Chicago  Police  Department 

53.  Before  the  Watts  Gang  engineered  plaintiffs  above-described 
wrongful  arrests,  detentions,  and  prosecutions,  the  Chicago  Police 
Department  had  received  numerous  civilian  complaints  that  defendant 
Watts  and  the  Watts  Gang  were  engaging  in  robbery,  extortion,  the  use  of 
excessive  force,  planting  evidence,  fabricating  evidence,  and  manufacturing 
false  charges  against  persons  at  the  Ida  B.  Wells  Homes. 
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54.  Criminal  investigators  corroborated  these  civilian  complaints 
with  information  they  obtained  from  multiple  cooperating  witnesses. 

55.  Before  the  Watts  Gang  engineered  plaintiffs  above-described 
wrongful  arrests,  detentions,  and  prosecutions,  defendants  Cline  and  Kirby 
knew  about  the  above-described  credible  allegations  of  serious  wrongdoing 
by  Watts  and  the  Watts  Gang  and  knew  that  criminal  investigators  had 
corroborated  these  allegations. 

56.  Defendants  Cline  and  Kirby  also  knew,  before  the  Watts  Gang 
engineered  plaintiffs  above-described  wrongful  arrests,  detentions,  and 
prosecutions,  that,  absent  intervention  by  the  Chicago  Police  Department, 
Watts  and  his  gang  would  continue  to  engage  in  robbery  and  extortion,  use 
excessive  force,  plant  evidence,  fabricate  evidence,  and  manufacture  false 
charges. 

57.  The  Internal  Affairs  Division  of  the  Chicago  Police  knew  about 
the  lawlessness  of  Watts  and  his  gang  by  2004. 

58.  Defendants  Cline  and  Kirby  had  the  power  and  the  opportunity 
to  prevent  Watts  and  his  gang  from  continuing  to  engage  in  the  above- 
described  wrongdoing. 

59.  Defendants  Cline  and  Kirby  deliberately  chose  to  turn  a  blind 
eye  to  the  pattern  of  wrongdoing  by  Watts  and  his  gang. 
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60.  As  a  direct  and  proximate  result  of  the  deliberate  indifference 
of  defendants  Cline  and  Kirby,  Watts  and  his  gang  continued  to  engage  in 
robbery  and  extortion,  use  excessive  force,  plant  evidence,  fabricate 
evidence,  and  manufacture  false  charges  against  persons  at  the  Ida  B.  Wells 
Homes,  including  but  not  limited  to  the  wrongful  arrests,  detentions,  and 
prosecutions  of  plaintiff,  as  described  above. 

VIII.  Official  Policies  and  Customs  of  the  Chicago  Police 

Department  Were  the  Moving  Force  behind  the  Defendants’ 
Misconduct 

61.  At  all  relevant  times,  the  Chicago  Police  Department 
maintained  official  policies  and  customs  that  facilitated  and  condoned  the 
Defendants’  misconduct. 

A.  Failure  to  Discipline 

62.  At  all  relevant  times,  the  Chicago  Police  Department 
maintained  a  policy  or  custom  of  failing  to  discipline,  supervise,  and  control 
its  officers.  By  maintaining  this  policy  or  custom,  the  City  caused  its  officers 
to  believe  that  they  could  engage  in  misconduct  with  impunity  because  their 
actions  would  never  be  thoroughly  scrutinized. 

63.  Before  plaintiffs  arrest,  policymakers  for  the  City  of  Chicago 
knew  that  the  Chicago  Police  Department’s  policies  or  customs  for 
disciplining,  supervising,  and  controlling  its  officers  were  inadequate  and 
caused  police  misconduct. 
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64.  Despite  their  knowledge  of  the  City’s  failed  policies  and 
customs  for  disciplining,  supervising,  and  controlling  its  officers,  the 
policymakers  failed  to  take  action  to  remedy  these  problems. 

65.  Before  the  Watts  Gang  engineered  plaintiffs  above-described 
wrongful  arrests,  detentions,  and  prosecutions,  the  individual  officer 
defendants  had  been  the  subject  of  numerous  formal  complaints  of  official 
misconduct. 

66.  As  a  direct  and  proximate  result  of  the  Chicago  Police 
Department’s  inadequate  policies  or  customs  for  disciplining,  supervising, 
and  controlling  its  officers  and  the  policymakers’  failure  to  address  these 
problems,  Watts  and  his  gang  continued  to  engage  in  robbery  and  extortion, 
use  excessive  force,  plant  evidence,  fabricate  evidence,  and  manufacture 
false  charges  against  persons  at  the  Ida  B.  Wells  Homes,  including  but  not 
limited  to  the  wrongful  arrests,  detentions,  and  prosecutions  of  plaintiff,  as 
described  above. 

B.  Code  of  Silence 

67.  At  all  relevant  times,  the  Chicago  Police  Department 
maintained  a  “code  of  silence”  that  required  police  officers  to  remain  silent 
about  police  misconduct.  An  officer  who  violated  the  code  of  silence  would 
be  severely  penalized  by  the  Department. 
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68.  At  all  relevant  times,  police  officers  were  trained  at  the  Chicago 
Police  Academy  not  to  break  the  code  of  silence.  Officers  were  instructed 
that  “Blue  is  Blue.  You  stick  together.  If  something  occurs  on  the  street  that 
you  don’t  think  is  proper,  you  go  with  the  flow.  And  after  that  situation,  if 
you  have  an  issue  with  that  officer  or  what  happened,  you  can  confront  them. 
If  you  don’t  feel  comfortable  working  with  them  anymore,  you  can  go  to  the 
watch  commander  and  request  a  new  partner.  But  you  never  break  the  code 
of  silence.” 

69.  This  “code  of  silence”  facilitated,  encouraged,  and  enabled  the 
individual  officer  defendants  to  engage  in  egregious  misconduct  for  many 
years,  knowing  that  their  fellow  officers  would  cover  for  them  and  help 
conceal  their  widespread  wrongdoing. 

70.  Consistent  with  this  “code  of  silence,”  the  few  people  within  the 
Chicago  Police  Department  who  stood  up  to  Watts  and  his  gang  or  who 
attempted  to  report  their  misconduct  were  either  ignored  or  punished,  and 
the  Watts  Gang  was  thereby  able  to  engage  in  misconduct  with  impunity. 

71.  Watts  and  his  gang  are  not  the  first  Chicago  police  officers 
whom  the  City  of  Chicago  allowed  to  abuse  citizens  with  impunity  while  the 
City  turned  a  blind  eye. 
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72.  One  example  of  this  widespread  practice  is  Chicago  police 
officer  Jerome  Finnigan,  who  was  convicted  and  sentenced  on  federal 
criminal  charges  in  2011.  One  of  the  charges  against  Finnigan  involved  his 
attempt  to  hire  a  hitman  to  kill  a  police  officer  whom  Finnigan  believed 
would  be  a  witness  against  him. 

73.  Finnigan  was  part  of  a  group  of  officers  in  the  Defendant  City’s 
Special  Operations  Section  who  carried  out  robberies,  home  invasions, 
unlawful  searches  and  seizures,  and  other  crimes. 

74.  Finnigan  and  his  crew  engaged  in  their  misconduct  at  around 
the  same  time  that  plaintiff  was  subjected  to  the  abuses  described  above. 

75.  Finnigan,  like  the  defendants  in  this  case,  had  been  the  subject 
of  many  formal  complaints  of  misconduct. 

76.  Finnigan  revealed  at  his  criminal  sentencing  hearing  in  2011, 
“You  know,  my  bosses  knew  what  I  was  doing  out  there,  and  it  went  on  and 
on.  And  this  wasn’t  the  exception  to  the  rule.  This  was  the  rule.” 

77.  Defendants  Watts  and  Mohammed  were  criminally  charged  in 
federal  court  in  February  2012  after  shaking  down  a  federal  informant  they 
believed  was  a  drug  dealer. 

78.  Defendant  Mohammed  pleaded  guilty  in  2012. 

79.  Defendant  Watts  pleaded  guilty  in  2013. 
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80.  In  the  case  of  Obrycka  v.  City  of  Chicago  et  al.,  No.  07-cv-2372 
(N.D.  Ill.),  a  federal  jury  found  that  as  of  February  2007,  “the  City  [of 
Chicago]  had  a  widespread  custom  and/or  practice  of  failing  to  investigate 
and/or  discipline  its  officers  and/or  code  of  silence.” 

81.  In  December  2015,  Chicago  Mayor  Rahm  Emanuel 
acknowledged  the  continued  existence  of  the  code  of  silence  within  the 
Chicago  Police  Department;  Emanuel,  speaking  in  his  capacity  as  Mayor, 
admitted  that  the  code  of  silence  leads  to  a  culture  where  extreme  acts  of 
abuse  are  tolerated. 

82.  In  April  2016,  the  City’s  Police  Accountability  Task  Force 
found  that  the  code  of  silence  “is  institutionalized  and  reinforced  by  CPD 
rules  and  policies  that  are  also  baked  into  the  labor  agreements  between  the 
various  police  unions  and  the  City.” 

83.  In  an  official  government  report  issued  in  January  2017,  the 
United  States  Department  of  Justice  found  that  “a  code  of  silence  exists, 
and  officers  and  community  members  know  it.” 

84.  The  same  code  of  silence  in  place  during  the  time  period  at  issue 
in  the  Obrycka  case  and  recognized  by  the  Mayor,  the  Task  Force,  and  the 
Department  of  Justice  was  also  in  place  when  plaintiff  suffered  the  wrongful 
arrests,  detentions,  and  prosecutions  described  above. 
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85.  As  a  direct  and  proximate  result  of  the  City’s  code  of  silence, 
Watts  and  his  gang  continued  to  engage  in  robbery  and  extortion,  use 
excessive  force,  plant  evidence,  fabricate  evidence,  and  manufacture  false 
charges  against  persons  at  the  Ida  B.  Wells  Homes,  including  but  not  limited 
to  the  wrongful  arrests,  detentions,  and  prosecutions  of  plaintiff,  as 
described  above. 

IX.  Claims 

86.  As  a  result  of  the  foregoing,  all  of  the  defendants  caused 
plaintiff  to  be  deprived  of  rights  secured  by  the  Fourth  and  Fourteenth 
Amendments. 

87.  As  a  supplemental  state  law  claim  against  defendant  City  of 
Chicago  only:  as  a  result  of  the  foregoing,  plaintiff  was  subjected  to  three 
malicious  prosecutions  under  Illinois  law. 
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88.  Plaintiff  hereby  demands  trial  by  jury. 

WHEREFORE  plaintiff  requests  that  appropriate  compensatory 
and  punitive  damages  be  awarded  against  the  individual  defendants  and 
that  appropriate  compensatory  damages  only  be  awarded  against  defendant 
City  of  Chicago,  and  that  the  Court  award  fees  and  costs  against  defendants. 

/s/  Joel  A.  Flaxman 
Joel  A.  Flaxman 
ARDC  No.  6292818 
Kenneth  N.  Flaxman 
Kenneth  N.  Flaxman  P.C. 

200  S  Michigan  Ave,  Ste  201 
Chicago,  IL  60604 
(312)  427-3200 
jaf@kenlaw.com 
attorneys  for  plaintiff 
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CHICAGO  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 

ARREST  REPORT 

3510  S.  Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois  60653 

(For  use  by  Chicago  Police  Department  Personnel  Only) 

CPD-1 1 . 420C(REV.  6/30) 


FINAL  APPROVAL 


CB  #:H6495837" 


IR  #:  1483894 

YD#: 

RD#:  HM271266 
EVENT#:  0609408535 


ARREST  REPORTING 


Name:  | 

Res:  | 

Chicago,  IL  60653 
DOB:  ^^■1987 
AGE:  18  years 
POB:  Illinois 
ARMED  WITH 


Beat:  222 


Male 
Black 
5'  07" 

130  lbs 
Brown  Eyes 
Black  Hair 
Braids  Hair  Style 
Dark  Complexion 


Marks:  Tattoo  Cross  on  Upper  Right  Arm 


Arrest  Date:  04  April  2006  13:00 
Location:  575  E  Browning  Ave 
Chicago,  IL  60653 
122  -  Cha  Hallway/Stairwell/Elevator 
Holding  Facility:  District  002  Male  Lockup 
Resisted  Arrest?  No 


TRR  Completed?  No 
Beat:  21 2 


Total  No  Arrested: 3 


Co-Arrests 

16495775 

Dependent  Children?  No  1 6495820 

DCFS  Ward?  No 


Assoc  Cases 


CO 

LU 

0 

CC 

< 

X 

o 


Offense  As  Cited  720  ILCS  570.0/402-A-1 

PCS  -  POSSESSION  -  15+GRMS  -  HEROIN 
Class  1  -  Type  F 


Victim 

State  Of  ll/P.O.  Jones  #19462 


O  CO 
LU  O 

cc 


LU 

> 

o 

o 

LU 

CC 


Type 

Suspect  Controlled  Substance 


Approx.  Weight/Quantity 

18 


Units 

GRAMS 


Estimated  Street  Value 

$3,240.00 


< 

CC 

DC 

< 

5 


NO  WARRANT  IDENTIFIED 
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ARREST  REPORTING 


VICTIM  AND  COMPLAINANT 


CO  Name: STATE  OF  IL/P.O.  JONES  #19462 

ir 

LU 


LU 

LL 


9 

o 


DOB: 

Age: 

Comments: 


Injured?  No  Deceased?  No 
Hospitalized?  No 
Treated  and  Released?  No 


UJ  LU 

W  O 
LU  X 
£  m 


NO  ARRESTEE  VEHICLE  INFORMATION  ENTERED 


Confiscated  Properties  : 

All  confiscated  properties  are  recorded  in  the  e-Track  System.  This  system  can  be  queried  by  the  inventory  number  to  retrieve  all  official  court 
documents  related  to  evidence  and/or  recovered  properties. 


PROPERTIES  INFORMATION  FOR 


NOT  AVAILABLE  IN  THE  AUTOMATED  ARREST  SYSTEM. 


LU 

> 

I- 

< 

CC 

cc 

< 


LU 

g 

o 


(The  facts  for  probable  cause  to  arrest  AND  to  substantiate  the  charges  include,  but  are  not  limited  to,  the  following) 

EVENT  #08535 

THIS  IS  AN  ON-VIEW  ARREST  BY  BEAT  264A.  R/O'S  WHILE  DOING  A  NARCOTICS  INVESTIGATION  AT  THE  ABOVE 
LOCATION,  OBSERVED  THE  ABOVE  OFFENDER  STANDING  ON  THE  THIRD  FLOOR  LANDING.  R/O'S  OBSERVED  THE 
OFF.  HOLDING  A  CLEAR  PLASTIC  BAG  WITH  SUSPECT  NARCOTICS.  R/O’S  DETAINED  THE  OFF.  AND  RECOVERED 
51-ZIPLOCK  BAGGIES  WITH  A  WHITE  POWDER  SUSBTANCE  SUSPECT  HEROIN.  THE  OFF.  WAS  PLACED  IN 
CUSTODY  THEN  TRANSPORTED  TO  THE  002ND  DIST.  FOR  PROCESSING. 

IVENTORIED  ITEMS: 

51-ZIPLOCK  BAGGIES  CONTAINING  A  WHITE  POWDER  SUBSTANCE  SUSPECT  HEROIN.  (EST.  WEIGHT  18GRAMS, 
EST.  VALUE  $3240.00)  INVENTORY#  10721677 


CC 

3 

o 

o 


Desired  Court  Date:  28  April  2006 

Branch:  48-4  155  W  51  ST  ST  -  Room 

o 

Court  Sgt  Handle?  No 

LL 

z 

Initial  Court  Date:  05  April  2006 

Q 

BOND  INFORMATION  NOT  AVAILABLE 

Branch:  1  2600  S  CALIFORNIA  -  Room  100 

Z 

o 

Docket  #: 

m 
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REPORTING  PERSONNEL 


Chicago  Police  Department  -  ARREST  Report 

ARREST  REPORTING 

ATTESTING  OFFICER: 

I  hereby  declare  and  affirm,  under  penalty  of  perjury,  that  the  facts  stated  herein  are  accurate  to  the  best  of  my 
knowledge,  information  and/or  belief. 


Attesting  Officer:  #1 1 737  SMITH  JR,  E  J  04  APR  2006  1 5:38 


ARRESTING  OFFICER(S): 

1  st  Arresting  Officer:  #1 9462 

JONES,  A 

Beat 

0264A 

2nd  Arresting  Officer:  #1 1 737 

SMITH  JR,  E  J 

0264A 

APPROVING  SUPERVISOR: 

Approval  of  Probable  Cause  :  #609  STEVENS,  M  J  04  APR  2006  16:1 1 
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ARREST  PROCESSING  REPORT 


CB  #:|  16495837 


Holding  Facility:  District  002  Male  Lockup 

Received  in  Lockup:  04  April  2006  16:44 

Prints  Taken:  04  April  2006  17:12 

Palmprints  Taken: 

Photograph  Taken:  04  April  2006  17:09 

Released  from  Lockup:  05  April  2006  1 1 :06 

Time  Last  Fed:  04  April  2006  18:30 

Time  Called:  Phone#: 

Cell  #:  3/2 

Transport  Details  :  2PO  0271  04-APR-2006  13:10 

VISUAL  CHECK  OF  ARRESTEE 

ARRESTEE  QUESTIONNARIE 

Is  there  obvious  pain  or  injury?  No 

Is  there  obvious  signs  of  infection?  No 

Under  the  influence  of  alcohol/drugs?  No 

Signs  of  alcohol/drug  withdrawal?  No 

Appears  to  be  despondent?  No 

Appears  to  be  irrational?  No 

Carrying  medication?  No 

Presently  taking  medication?  No 

(if  female)are  you  pregnant?  No 

First  time  ever  been  arrested?  No 

Attempted  suicide/serious  harm?  No 

Serious  medical  or  mental  problems?  No 

Are  you  receiving  treatment?  No 

o 

z 

(/) 

c n 

LU 

o 

o 

cc 

0. 

cc 

LU 

Q. 

LU 

LU 

* 

Q. 

3 

* 

O 

o 


ARRESTEE  PRESCRIPTION  MEDICATION  INFORMATION: 

RETURN  TO  HOLDING  FACILITY  COMMENTS: 

QUESTIONNAIRE  REMARKS: 


LOCKUP  KEEPER  COMMENTS: 


EMERGENCY  CONTACT 
Name  :  REFUSED 
Res: 


Beat: 
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Chicago  Police  Department  -  ARREST  Report 

ARREST  PROCESSING  REPORT 


CB  #:|  16495837 
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NO  VISITORS  LOGGED 
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MOVEMENT  LOG  INFORMATION  NOT  AVAILABLE 


Watch  Commander  Comments: 
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DOES  NOT  APPLY  TO  THIS  ARREST 


ARRESTEE  PROCESSING  PERSONNEL: 
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Searched  By:  #9182 

Lockup  Keeper:  #9182 

Assisting  Arresting  Officer:  #1 21 52 

Assisting  Arresting  Officer:  #1 241 5 

Assisting  Arresting  Officer:  #1 41 22 

Assisting  Arresting  Officer:  #1 5903 

Fingerprinted  By:  #121 


DUMAS,  P  D 
DUMAS,  P  D  (| 
GONZALEZ,  R  R 
NICHOLS  JR,  D  E 
MOHAMMED,  K 
BOLTON,  B  J 
BRENZA,  R  R 


Beat 


0264B 

0264B 

0264A 

0264B 


APPROVAL  PERSONNEL: 


Beat 


Final  Approval  of  Charges  : 


#609  STEVENS,  M  J(| 
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